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ABSTRACT 

GENESYS Is a GENerlc Evaluation SYStem for data 
collection and evaluation through computer technology. GENESYS 
gathers and reports the standard Information (student 
characteristics, achievement, attendance, discipline, grades/credits, 
dropouts, and retalnees) for specific groups of students* In th^ 
Austin (Texas) Independent School District *s (AISD^s) third year of 
using GENESYS, several elementary school and secondary school 
programs were evaluated. Including: (1) the Science Academy; (2) the 
Liberal Arts Academy; (3) the Keallng Hagnet School; (4) AIH High (an 
elementary school prograun for gifted and talented students) ; (5) the 
secondary honors prograim; (6) bilingual and 
Engllsh-as-Second-Language (ESL) programs; (7) Teach and Reach 
(supplementary reading and mathematics instruction for low-achieving 
black students); and (8) special education. The evaluation indicates 
that students in the magnet schools, including the academies, and the 
gifted and talented and honors programs tended toward higher academic 
achievement than did students in other schools « Students in the 
bilingual and ESL programs. Teach and Reach, and special education 
generally tended to achieve no faster than did students 
district-wide, were more likely to be disciplinary problems, and were 
more likely to drop out. Fi(;'ures and tables present data for the 
eight programs evaluated. Ten attachments provide GENESYS operational 
characteristics r GENESYS definitions, ideas for GENESYS* enhancements, 
a sample GENESYS printout for data by students, requirements for 
GENESYS data files, flowcharts, a sample GENESYS file/run sheet, 31 
pages presenting cross-program comparison charts for Spring 1991, 
cross-tabulation tables, and evaluation summaries for the AISD. Eight 
references are Included. (SLD) 
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Program Pesgription 

GENESYS is a GENeric Evalu- 
ation SYStem. 

GENESYS is a method of sueam- 
lining data collection and evalv - 
ation through the use of oompu er 
technology. From year one in 
1973, the Office of Research and 
Evaluation (ORE) has been 
challenged to evaluate a multitude 
of contrasting programs with 
limited resourses. By standardiz- 
ing methods and information 
provided, GENESYS makes it 
possible to evaluate a much larger 
number and variety of programs 
than would ordinarily be possible. 
GENESYS gathers and reports 
the foUowine standard informa- 
tion on specified groups of 
students: 

. Student characteristics 

. Achievement 

. Attendance 

. Discipline 

. Grades/credits 

. Dropouts 

. Retainees 

A wide variety of elementary, 
secondary, and IC42 programs 
were included this third year. 
Most of the groups included were 
for students served in 1990-91; 
some were for ^ups served in 
previous years.The following 
programs of interest are in- 
cluded in this report: 

• Science Academy 

• Liberal Arts Academy 

• Kealing Magnet School 

• AIMHigh 

• Secondary Honors Program 

• Bilingual/ESL Programs 

• Teach and Reach 

• Special Education 

References to other reports 
which incorporate GENESYS 
data are provided as well. 



Major Findings 

1. Students in AISD^s magnet 
schools-Science Academy, 
Liberal Arts Academy, and 
Kealing Magnet-tend to learn 
at £aster rates than other high 
achievers, are little involved in 
disciplinary incidents, attend 
school at higher rates than 
students districtwide, are 
retained at low rates, and rarely 
dropout 

Z The same picture is true for the 
District's elementary gifted and 
secondary honors students* 

3. On the other hand, students in 
several of the District's pro- 
grams for special needs stu- 
dents-bilingual/ESL programs, 
Project Teach and Reach, and 
special education-tend to 
achieve no foster than similar 
students districtwide (where 
comparisons are possible), 
attend school less frequently, 
are more involved in discipli- 
nary incidents, are retained at 
higher rates, and drop out more 
than students districtwide. 

There were some exceptions: 

LEP students* discipline 
rates were lower than dis* 
trictwide rates at the 
elementary level; 



Lower percentages of 
secondary LEP students 
dropped out than did 
secondary students dis 
trictwide; 

Attendance rates for Teach 
and Reach students were 
higher than districtwide 
elementary attendance 
rates; and 

Retention rates for Teach 
and Reach students were 
lower than for the District 

4. Teach and Reach students in 
grade 2 served in reading and in 
grade 5 served in mathematics 
scored significantly below the 
achievement levels predicted for 
them in these areas, indicating 
a negative impact o f the 
program on these students. The 
program had no impact on 
achievement in these areas at 
the other grade levels served. 
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GENESYS 1990-91: SELECTED PROGIU^ EVALUATIONS 

FINAL REPORT 

INTRODUCTION 

GENESYS is ORE'S GENeric Evaluation SYStem. The generic 
evaluation system Is ORE'S response to a growth In Information 
needs at the same time that staff resources have been shrinking. 
By taking advantage of a bigger, faster mainframe computer and 
the District's extensive data bases, GENESYS produces a high 
volume of Information about many programs. GENESYS may not 
provide everything a user wants In the exact form desired, but It 
has proven to be a very useful evaluation tool to enhance 
traditional evaluations or as the total evaluation for programs 
to which limited resources can be devoted. The continuing 
challenge for evaluation and program staff Is to use the system 
to produce the best Information for program decisionmaking. 

The 1990-91 school year Is the third year of GENESYS Implemen- 
tation. Readers Interested In more Information about the 
development and Implementation of GENESYS in its first two years 
are urged to consult the reports listed in the reference section. 
Details about how GENESYS works may also be found in the reports 
referenced, particularly ORE publications 88.40 and 89.30. A 
specification of the outcome information that GENESYS provides is 
contained in Attachment 1. Specific definitions for each of the 
variables included in GENESYS are provided in Attachment 2. 

CHANGES IN GENESYS 

Since its inception in 1988-89, GENESYS has changed and been 
improved each year. Figure 1 summarizes the major features and 
changes made to GENESYS each year. 

Enhancements to GEN ESYS in 1990-91 

Some important Improvements and enhancements were made to GENESYS 
this year: 

o The evaluation summar y was redesigned to add in new 

information about dropouts and to reflect changes in the 
reporting of achievement. The evaluation summary was 
expanded from one to two pages, with the second page 
entirely devoted to achievement indicators. 

o New progress Indicators were added to the evaluation 
summary . Predicted and obtained dropout rates, and the 
obtained rate as a percentage of the predicted rate, were 
added to the first page of the evaluation summary. 
Definitions of these and related terms were also added. 
More will be said about this enhancement later. 
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FIGURE 1 

MAJOR FEATURES OF GENESYS AND CHANGES MADE 
1989-90 THROUGH 1990-91 



ORIGINAL FEATURES 



CHANGES MADE 



1988-89 



1989-90 



1990-91 



Program Siwnarv! 
1-pagt. Nimy dMographiCf 
progrttt and achitvement 
variabltSf includfng ROSEf 
fncludad. 



Program Sinwarv 
redtsfgntd. RtnaiMd Eval- 
uation Sunaary. Rttaintg 
variablt added. Gifttd/ 
talantad vorlablt addtd. 
Bagan saving on a 
disk filt. 



Evaluation Simwarv 
redtsigntd; txpandtd to tuo 
pagts, with only achieve- 
Mant variablts on p. 2. 
Two ROSE ttats addad. 
ROSE changad to ROPE; 
TEAMS to TAAS. Acadtmic 
recognition mastery level 
added. Percent passing 
all tests added. Predicted 
and obtained dropout rates 
added. 



Executive Suiinarv: 
1-page. Narrative, mostly 
paragraph-style format. 



Executive Summary 
redesigned; less narrative 
and more a graphical display 
of data. Expanded to two 
pages. 



Executive Summary 
rewritten to correspond to 
changes in the Evaluation 
Susmary. Compurison of pro- 
gram to District and State 
TAAS percentages mastering all 
three tests added. Expanded 
but still two pages. 



Data by Student Listing, 
Individual student data 
listed. 



Data by Student Listing 
almost the same. Gifted/ 
talented variable added. 



Data bv Student Listing 
heading redesigned to be more 
attractive; otherwise unchanged. 



Program Description: 
Separate form. Individual 
files. Paired manually with 
other GENESYS information. 



Program Description; 
Unchanged 



Program Description: 
Centralized on mainfn 
computer file. Printed at 
same time as other GENESYS 
results. 



the 



Cross-Program Comparison 
Charts. User designated 
option 17 tables. 



Cross-Program Comparison 
Charts: Unchanged. 



Two-Way Crosstabulation 
Tables added. User- 
designated option. 7 
categorial variableSf 73 
possible crosstabulations. 



Two-Wav Crosstabulat^'on 
Tables: Unchanged. 
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o The Report on School Effecti veness (ROSE) was changed into 
the Report on Program Effec tiveness rROPE) . To avoid the 
misunderstanding sometimes associated with "achieved 
predicted score" (that a program had achieved its aims 
when, in fact, students had not performed better than 
predicted) , "significance" was replaced by "program 
effectiveness," expressed as positive, negative, or no 
impact. Because it can be derived from other information 
printed (posttest grade equivalent minus "over/under 
actual"), "predicted score" was deleted. Another 
statistic, "range for 0," was added to address questions 
concerning how near to statistical significance a 
particular grade equivalent gain was. 

o Corresponding to a change in ROSE rep orting to campuses. 
two additional tests were included under ROPE. Language and 
Work Study. 

o Reflecting a statewide change, the Texas Assessment of 
Academig SHillS fTMS) rgPlaggd the Texas Educational 
Assessment of Mini mum Skills (TEAMS) . An additional level 
of mastery reported with the TAAS, "academic recognition," 
was included for each of the three TAAS tests. 

o Another TAAS measu re, "passing all tests taken." was added 
to the evaluation summary. 

o The executive sum mary was rewritten to bring it in line 
with the revised evaluation summary — adding dropout 
information, changing ROSE to ROPE and TEAMS to TAAS, and 
adding ROPE and TAAS scores. A comparison of program to 
district and statewide TAAS mastery percentages on all 
three tests was also added to the executive summary. 

o The heading for the Data bv Student listing was redesigned 
to make it more attractive. 

o Users were instructed to inp ut program descriptions into a 
mainframe data base as a step toward making GENESYS more 
"push button." A central computer file replaced individual 
descriptions typed onto a standard form. Stored program 
descriptions were then printed at the same time as the 
summaries and individual student listings, rather than 
paired with them by hand. The program descriptions file 
will also serve as a starting point for next year. 

o To save staff and computer time, GENESYS was run only in 
the spring and summer . Fall runs, though not spring runs 
on fall programs, were dropped. 

o The file/run sheet was revised to reflect spring-only runs. 

Two of the enhancements to GENESYS in 1990-91 merit further 
discussion: 
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1. The addition of predicted and obtained dropout rates, and 

2. The changes in achievement reporting. 

The comparison of predicted and obtained dropout rates is one of 
two important enhancements proposed last year for implementation 
in 1990-91. (The other was significance tests, to be discussed 
under "challenges** below.) The comparison of rates was 
particularly desired because, by providing the means for judging 
how well a program had succeeded in reducing the dropout rate 
predicted for its students, this comparison represents another 
outcome indicator which goes beyond the merely descriptive, the 
level of much of the GENESYS information. In conception, 
although not in methodology, the comparison is akin to the ROSE, 
now ROPE, in which predicted and obtained achievement are 
compared. ORE publication 88.36 contains an example of this 
methodology as first derived and applied. An elaboration on the 
methodology is discussed in ORE publication 90.19. Like the 
ROSE, the comparison of predicted and obtained dropout rates 
serves to provide GENESYS with the kind of evaluative capability 
a generic evaluation system needs to fulfill expectations of its 
utility. 

The statewide change from TEAMS to TAAS testing, and tLe 
expansion of the ROSE information reported to AISD campuses, made 
it an opportune time to include some additional achievement 
indicators in GENESYS, in particular, the percentages of students 
attaining mastery at the academic recognition level and the 
percentages passing all tests taken. See Attachment 2 for 
specific definitions of these variables. The addition of these 
achievement indicators is notable because both are beginning to 
receive a high level of scrutiny in districts across the State. 
The comparison of program results with district- and statewide 
achievement levels is therefore of interest. The reporting of 
the Language and Work Study tests makes the GENESYS results 
parallel to the District's expanded ROSE. Overall, the expansion 
of the achievement information reported in GENESYS necessitated a 
second page to the evaluation summary and a longer executive 
summary, but more and new information is being reported to 
GENESYS users in 1990-91. 

Challenges for the Future 

Although a number of important enhancements were made to GENESYS 
in 1990-91, there is still room for improvement. Some of the 
challenges described in the 1989-90 GENESYS final report (see 
Publication No. 89.30) have been met, but some have not. 

o Developing program files and descriptions can still be a 
lengthy process , but the amount of time depends on the 
experience of evaluation and program staff with file- 
building and with the capabilities of GENESYS and would be 
necessary even in a traditional evaluation. 
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o The system is stil l more "proprietary" than originally 
envisioned , in that the GENES YS programmer still handles 
GENESYS runs exclusively and direct involvement with 
GENESYS outside ORE is limited. However, the constant 
evolution of GENESYS has dictated keeping it "in house," 
and since the few requests for GENESYS runs made by people 
outside ORE have been readily satisfied, there does not 
seem to be a problem with user access. 

Some additional enhancements to GENESYS have been proposed. 
Attachment 3 lists some ideas for enhancements, some remaining 
from 1989-90, which remain for future development. One of these 
in particular needs further attention: significance tests. 

Significance tests for GENESYS are important because they would 
provide an inferential dimension not now furnished by GENESYS, 
namely, a means for determining if the differences between groups 
(either between program students and students districtwide or 
program students at two points in time) are meaningful. Renewed 
efforts to introduce significance tests into GENESYS will have to 
be made. 



GENESYS was used extensively by ORE staff in 1990-91. Of the 20 
ORE evaluations listed in The Research and Evaluation Agenda for 
AISD— 1990-91 . 10 (including this one) used GENESYS. A list of 
the evaluations using GENESYS in 1990-91 is shown in Figure 2. 
Results are included in the ORE reports referenced. GENESYS 
provided the complete evaluation for the eight programs listed in 
the table of contents to this report. Altogether, as of July 12, 
1991, 39 groups have been run through GENESYS. A complete set of 
GENESYS results is available in ORE. 



GENESYS RESULTS FOR PROGRAMS 



FIGURE 2 

EVALUATIONS USING GENESYS — 1990-91 



EVALUATION 



REPORT TITLE 



PUBLICATION 
NUMBER 



Chapter 2 Fomula 



Chapter 2 Formula: Evaluation 
Report 1990-91 
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Pregnancy , Educa t i on , 
and Parenting (PEP) 
Pilot 



Pregnancy, Education, and 
Parenting (PEP) : Evaluation 
1990-91 



90.30 



Titl . VII Bilingual 
Education Transition 
Program 



Title VII Newcomers Program 
in AISD, 1990-91 



90.38 



Schoo 1 -Community 
Guidance Center 



School -Community Guidance 
Center 1990-91: Reaching for 
New Levels 



90.36 
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EVALUATION 



FIGURE 2 (oontinua<3) 
EVALUATIONS USING GENE3YS— 1990-91 

REPORT TITLE 



PUBLICATION 
NUMBER 



Project GRAD 



Drug-Free Schools 



National Science 
Foundation (NSF) 
Grant for the Science 
Academy of Austin 

Programs for Limited- 
English-Proficient 
(LEP) Students 



Effectiveness of Dropout 90.44 
Prevention Programs 

Key Issues in Education: Drug- 90.29 
Free Schools — 1990-91 Program 
Evaluation of Federally Funded 
Drug-Free Schools Programs 

Teaching and Technology for the 90.37 
90' s: National Science Founda- 
tion Grant, 1990-91 



GENESYS 1990-91: Selected 90.39 
Program Evaluations 



GENESYS 



Project A+ 

Elementary Technology 
Demonstration Schools 



GENESYS 1990-91: Selected 
Program Evaluations 

Project A+ Elementary 
Technology Demonstration 
Schools: The First Year, 
1990-91 
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SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LB J 



The Science Academy at LBJ High School is a 
magnet program devoted to science, mathemat- 
ics, and technical education. The program 
serves AISD's highest achieving science and 
mathematics students. 

o Science Academy students scored well above 
the national norms on the TAP; gains from 
spring 1990 to spring 1991 exceeded pre- 
dicted levels for other high achievers 
districtwide. 

o Program students scored higher on the TAAS 
than A.TSD senior high students dis- 
trictwide. Greater percentages of Academy 
students mastered all three tests at the 
academic recognition level than did both 
senior high students in the District and 
the State. 

o Discipline rates for program students were 
lower than the discipline rates of senior 
high school students districtwide. 

o Through the fifth six weeks of the 1990-91 
school year, only .3% of the Science Acad- 
emy students dropped out of school, while 
8.4% of the District's senior high stu- 
dents had. 

o A smaller percentage of students dropped 
out than predicted, meaning that the pro- 
gram did better than anticipated in keep- 
ing students in school. 



11 



GENESYS PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 



PROGRAM NAME: Science Academy at LBJ 
EVALUATION CONTACT: Lydia W. Robertson 
PROGRAM CONTACT: Sue Si nki n-Morri s, Director 



>v FUNDING (LOCAL, STATE OR FEDERAL): Local 

>v BUDGET ALLOCATION: $ 792,97^ 

>V NUMBER OF CAMPUSES WITH PROGRAM: 1 

^< NUMBER OF STAFF: 28 Staff 2 Admini scrators 

24 Teachers 2 Secretaries 



>v ELIGIBILITY/STUDENTS SERVED: In order to be eliaible for admif^sion 
to the Science Ac&demy, students must have a liBS combined score 
of 140 or above, with a mathematics subtest score at or above the 
60th %i]e, and with all other subtest scores at or above the ^Oth 
%ile. They must submit their last two report cards, two teacher 
recommendations and write an essay. Students must also take a 
mathematics test and be interviewed by Science Academy staff. 



>V GRADES SERVED: 9-12 

>v SOURCE OF FILE: Student Grade Reporting (SGR) File, based on staff- 
supplied list of science and mathematics courses; roster verified 
by staff. 



>v SUBJECT AREAS TAUGHT: Students may choose their regular courses 

from LBJ's curriculum, but are also required 
to take accelerated courses in science, 
mathematics, and computer science from the 
Science Academy *s curriculum. 



>v PROGRAM FOCUS/GOALS/METHODS: The Science Academy is a magnet 

program devoted to science, 
mathematics, and technical education, 
ministering to Austin's highest 
achieving science and mathematics 
students. Low student-teacher ratio 
allows for individualized attention, 
and science classes are taught in two- 
hour Xime blocks to allow for extended 
study^ concentration and acceleration, 
allowing students to complete four 
years of science in two years. 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 

OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 
QENwie Evaluation SYS tarn 

PROGRAM/GROUP: SCIENCE academy at lbj. 19S0-91 



GENESYS 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: o?/3i/9i 









DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS 
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K 1 


2 3 4 8 


8 7 


8 9 


10 


11 


12 TOTAL 




Students: 








174 


174 


127 


119 591 




S«x 


ethnicity low 




Ovaraga 


Special 


Qlftad/ 




Ma1« FMaU 


Black Hispanic Othar Incoma 


UP 


For Qrada 


Education 


Talantad 




329 262 


1 14 77 


400 86 


9 


33 




1 
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% 


96 44 


19 13 


68 15 


1 
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0 


100 








PROGRESS 'indicators 


'* 




;V ■ 






Attandanea 


Dlselpllnad 


Cradlts 


0 


F'« 


0 No QradM 


QPa 




Pall Spring 


Fall Spring 


Fall Spring 


Fan 


Spring 


Fan 


Spring 


Fan Spring 


90-91 


^ 989 589 


3 13 


^ 590 589 


590 


589 


590 


589 


390 589 




% 97.3 96.3 


0.5 2.2 


AVQ 3.3 3.2 


0.21 


0. 17 


0.03 


0. 17 


07.2 87.2 


G9-90 


^ 967 568 


9 6 


# 416 416 


416 


416 


416 


416 


416 416 




% 97.2 96.3 


0.8 1.0 


AVQ 3.3 3.4 


0. 19 


0. 12 


0.00 


0.01 


86.8 87.3 




DROPOUTS 








RETAZNeeS 






6th 


a WMkS: 0.2 


Octobar: 


End Of 


Yaar: 


0.7 


Baglnr 


ing of Yaar: 




1991 


1991 


SPRING. 


1991 




FALL. 1991 





PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990-9' 



Fan , 1990 



Humbmr of 
Studants 

591 



Pradlctad Drooouti 
# Rata 



14 



2.4 



QROPOUT RATES 

Qfatalnad Dropouts 
0 Rata 

0 0.0 



Obtalnad 
as a % of 
Pradlctad 

0.0 



spring, i99i 



Annual, i99i 



Definitions: 

Thm PREDICTED DROPOUT RATE for a program/ group la tha sum of tha dropout risk protoablHty for aach 
studant In tha group divldad by tho numbar of studants in tha group (N). 

The DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a studant la baaad on tha risk factor aaaoelatad with tha studant's 
maaiMrahlp In ona of 22 diffaront risk cataoorlas . (Tha risk catagoriaa ara datallad in tha currant 
QENESYS roport.) 

Thm RISK FACTOR for a givan risk cataoorv is th« parcantaga of studants In that riak catagory who 
droppad out. Exproaaad aa a rata, th« risk factor Is a two daclmal -placa numaral . For axampta. 
If 48.78% of tha studants In a particular risk catagory droppad out, tha risk factor for a studant 
In that catagory would bm 46.78. 

ThP OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is tha actual p«rcant?\gp of studants who droppad out. 

Th« OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED Statistic is calcutatad by dividing tha prodlctad rata by tha 
obtaln«d rata and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: SCIENCE academy at lbj. i990-9i EVALUATION SUMf1ARY-P.2 





ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 
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3.7 


1 . 4 


0.6 


0.2 




Ovar/Undar Pradletad 






0.3 


0.5 


0.3 


0.7 




prograii Bf faetlvanaas 






+ 


+ 


+ 


+ 




Ranga for 0 (+/-) 






0.3 


0.3 


0.3 


0.4 




















Nuatoar of Studants 






139 


156 


1 18 


103 




1990 Qrada CquWalant 






11.0 


14.0 


14.5 


15.5 




1991 Qrada CquWalant 






13.7 


14.8 


15.5 


15.5 




Qain 






2.7 


0.9 


0.9 


-0. 1 




Ovar/Undar Prad<etad 






0.6 


0.6 


0.7 


0.5 




Program Cf faetWanasa 






+ 


+ 


+ 


+ 




Ranga for 0 (+/-) 






0.3 


0.3 


0.4 


0.4 




WORK STUDY 
















Nuabar of Studants 






141 


159 


1 18 


102 




1990 Qrada Cqulvalant 






10.7 


15. 1 


16.8 


17.2 




1991 Qrada Cqulvalant 






14.7 


16.4 


17.8 


17.7 




Qain 






4.0 


1 .3 


0.9 


0.5 




Ovar/Undar Pradletad 






0.7 


0.4 


0.6 


0.8 




Prograii Cffaetlvanasa 






+ 


+ 


+ 


•f 




Ranga for 0 (+/-) 






0.3 


0.3 


0.4 


0.5 




" TAAS PMIW MASTBRINfl 








KEY 






Qrada 


3 S 7 9 


11 










WRITING 
















Nuiibar of Studants 


170 


120 












Mastary Laval 


95 


100 




ITBS 


• lowt Tttts of Ba«ic Skillt 


Aeadamle Raeognltlon 


26 


35 




TAP 


> Tttta of 


Achiavamant and 


RCADINQ 










Prof icitncy 




Nuabar of Studants 


170 


120 




ROPe 


• Rtport On Program 


Mastary Laval 


97 


100 






Sfftctivtrtttt 




Aeadamle Raeognltlon 


65 


74 




« 


' Numbtr 


of Studants is 


MATHEMATICS 










Too Small for Analysis 


Nuatoar of Studants 


167 


120 






• Positivt Impact 




Mastary Laval 


96 


100 






' Ntgativt impact 




Aeadamle Raeognltlon 


41 


53 






* No Impact ' 




PASSING ALL 








TAAS 


> Taxat Assatamant of 


TESTS TAKEN 










Acadamic Skills 




Numba^ of Studants 


172 


120 




1 








Mafttary Laval 


91 


100 












Aeadamle Raeognltlon 


13 


20 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SENIOR HIGH 
GRADES 9-12 

SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ, 1990-91 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: 5?1 

Percent low income: 15 

Percent mi nor i ty : 32 

Percent female: h1* 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) : J 

Percent overage for their grade: 6 

Percent special education students: 0 

Percent gifted/talented students: 100 



Major Findings 

TAP ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991 f Tests of Achievement and Proficiency (TAP) 
median gercenti 1e scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 



Out of 8 comparisons, program 
students' scores were... 

Read i ng Ma thema tics 
Above the national norm in k k 
At the national norm in 0 0 
Below the national norm in 0 0 

TAP scores from spring, 1991 f we-e compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 



Out of 16 comparisons, program 
students' scores. . . 



Reading Mathematics Language Work Study 



Exceeded predicted levels in 3 k k k 

Achieved predicted levels in 1 0 0 0 

Were below predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were too few for analysis in 0 0 0 0 

TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writina, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAaS at grades 9 and 11 (first-time test takers) were: 

Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in 2 2 2 2 
The same in 0 0 0 0 
Lower in 0 0 0 0 

Compared with the percentage of all AISD senior high students mastering all tesus: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was ... 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Higher 51? 952 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Higher 2% ]o% 

Compared with the percentage of senior high school students statewide 
mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program State Program 
rate was • • • 

Higher 2% 16% 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for senior high 
Ji str ictwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to. • . 

Program students 
in 1909-90 



The program 
rate was . • • 

H igher 

Higher 



Al SD Program 



96.3% 

1990-91 program attendance was 

Fal 1 : Higher 
Spr i ng: The same 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved in 
discipline incidents at the senior high level di str i ctwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to. . . 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was • * . 

Lower 

Lower 



Al SD Program 



4.1% 
4.2% 



0.5% 
2,2% 



1990-91 program discipline was,.. 



Fal 1 : Lower 
Spr i ng: Hi gher 



GRADES: Compared with the GPA^s for all AISD senior high students: 

Al SO Program 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 199I 

Compared to. . • 

Program students 
in T989-'J0 



The program 
rate was . . . 

Higher 8O.3 57.2 

Higher 79-5 87.2 

1990-91 program CPA was... 

Fal 1 : Higher 

Spr i ng! Lower 



RETAINEES/DROPOUTS: Comparing the percentage of program stjdents 
recommended in spring, 199U for retention the following year wi 
all AISD senior high students: 

AISD Program 
6.1% 0.7% 



The program 
rate was ^ . . 
Lower 



Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for senior high students 
for 1990-9 1: 



The progruiR 
rate was . . « 
Lower 



Al SD Program 
9.7% 0.2% 

Compared with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out 

Predicted Obtained 
2.U% 0.0% 

As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 



The obtained 
rate was . . . 
Lower 



The program rate was 
Less than 100% 



Meaning that. , . 

The program did better 

than anticipated 
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The Liberal Arts Academy at Johnston High 
School served high achieving gifted, creative 
and talented students through a curriculum 
which stressed intensive college preparation. 
The program was initiated at the start of the 
1988-89 school year with grade 9 students 
only, with successive grades to be added each 
fall. Grade 10 students were added in 1989- 
90, and grade 11 students in 1990-91. 

o Liberal Arts Academy students in grades 9 
and 10 exceeded predicted levels of 
achievement in work-study skills, indicat- 
ing a positive impact of the program. 

o The program had no impact on students* 
achievement on other tests. 

o Liberal Arts Academy students scored above 
the national norms on the TAP and mastered 
all three TAAS tests at the academic rec- 
ognition level at higher rates than stu- 
dents in the District and State. 

o Academy students* attendance surpassed the 
District rates for senior high school stu- 
dents; discipline rates were lower. 

o Through the fifth six weeks of 1990-91, 
none (0%) of the Academy students had 
dropped out of school, compared to 8.4% of 
AISD high school students. 
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GENESYS PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 



PROGRAM NAME: Liberal Arts Academy at Johnston, 1990-91 

EVALUATION CONTACT: Vince Paredes 

PROGRAM CONTACT: Clark Lyman 

>'< FUNDING (LOCAL, STATE OR FEDERAL): Local 

* BUDGET ALLOCATION: $379,688 

* NUMBER OF CAMPUStS WITH PROGRAM: l--Johnston High School 

Students from all public middle/junior highs, all 
attendance areas 
>•« NUMBER OF STAFF: 13 staff 



>•< ELIGIBILITY/STUDENTS SERVED: 



■)'( 
ft 



1 . 
2. 



ITBS Language and Reading Total 
GPA-- (middle/junic 



i or h i gh) 
Most recent grades 
Appi ication essay 
5. I ntervlew 
b. Two or more teacher recommendations 
Staff takes into account all of the above to place the 
student in LAA» science academy or honors courses. 

GRADES SERVED: 9. 10, 11 (3rd year of program). Eventually 9-12 

(one grade per year will be added) . 
SOURCE OF FILE: Roster with all in program as of June, 1991 



^ SUBJECT AREAS TAUGHT: 7-period academic day 

Foreign Language, LAA English, LAA Social Studies, 
Science, Mathematics, Health/PE, Selected electives 
(must be approved) — Band, Drama, Journalism, Dance, 
Debate 



>v PROGRAM FOCUS/GOALS/METHODS: The Liberal Arts Academy at Johnston 
High School provides gifted, creative, and talented students an 
accelerated academic program leading to an exceptionally strong 
perparation for college. It is expected that students will 
raduate at the end of four years with one year's college credit, 
apable students and their LAA families are interested In general 
preparation in all liberal arts areas and special enrichment in 
the areas of foreign languages and the humanities. Additionally, 
the Liberal Arts Academy provides study trips, resourse speakers, 
and numerous cultural opportunities to its scholars on an ongoing 
bas i s . 
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EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: 07/31/91 





. Demographic indicators 


Qrada 


PK K 1 2 3 4 


5 6 7 


6 9 


10 11 


12 TOTAL 


Students: 








90 


77 58 


1 226 






Ethnicity 


Low 


Ovarage 


Spaclal 


Qlftad/ 






Black Hispanic Oth«r 


Incomm L6P 


For Qrad« 


Edgcatlon 


Talantad 


# 78 148 


25 56 145 


41 1 


18 


1 


225 


% 35 65 


11 25 64 


18 0 


8 


0 


100 


PROGRESS INDICATGRS . . 







Attsndanott 


Diaolplinad 




CrMllta 


0 


F'l 


0 No 


OradM 




QPA 






Fall 


Spring 


Fall Spring 




Fan 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


Fan 


Spring 


90-91 




225 


226 


2 1 




225 


226 


225 


226 


22s 


226 


225 


226 




% 


96.6 


95.6 


0,9 0.4 


AVQ 


3.2 


3.2 


0.20 


0.23 


0.05 


0.15 


86. 1 


86. 1 


89-90 




21 1 


212 


3 0 


0 


132 


135 


132 


135 


132 


135 


132 


135 




% 


97.3 


95.8 


1.3 0.0 


AVQ 


3.3 


3.3 


0. 14 


0. 17 


0.08 


0.01 


86.9 


87.2 








DROPOUTS 












RETAXNEES 








6th 


6 




0.0 


Octobar: 






End of 


Yaar: 


0*9 


Beginning of Yaar: 






1991 




1991 






ISPRING. 


1991 




FALL. 1991 







PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990-91 



Fan. 1990 



Spring, 1991 



Annual » 1991 



Numbar of 
Studants 

226 



Prodi ctad propoyta 
0 Rata 

6 2.5 



DROPOUT RATES 

Obtalnad Drooouts 
0 Rata 

0 0.0 



Obtalnad 
aa a % of 
Pradlctad 

0.0 



Oaf inltions: 

Th# PREDICTED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is tha stm of tha dropout risk probabintv for aach 
studant In tha group divldad by tha numbar of studants In tha g«*oup (N). 

Tha DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a studant Is baiad on tha rlsk^fACtor assoclatad with tha studant's 
nMMRbarshlp In ona of 22 diffarant risk cataoorlai . (Tha risk catagorlaa ara datallad in tha currant 
QRNESYS raport.) 

Tha RISK FACTOR for a g1 van risk cataoorv Is tha parcantaga of studants In that risk catagory who 
drcppad out. Expraasad as a rata, tha risk factor is a two daclmal -placa numaral. For axainpla. 
If 48.78% of tha studants In a particular risk caxagory drcppad out, tha risk factor for a studant 
In that catagory would ba 48.78. 

Tha OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is tha actual parsantaga of studants who droppad out. 

Tha OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED Statistic Is calculatad by dividing tha pradlctad rata by tha 
obtalnad rata and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: LIBERAL arts academy at Johnston. 1990-91 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 
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GENESYS 

RMdlng Comprehension 
Nuntar of Students 



' ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 



XTBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTIUES, 
1 2 3 4 S 



9 

79 
86 



10 

82 

77 



11 

88 
57 



12 

65 

1 



MathSMHittcs Total 






71 


70 


83 86 


NURtMr of Students 






87 


77 


57 1 


Composite 






79 


81 


86 74 


Number of Students 






83 


76 


57 1 


DADII CDOTkM 1990 Tf\ 


<POTMfl 1991 




EQUIVALENT 




fimmMm 9 '4 A !l 
UraCM A 0 ^ 9 


a 7 


a 9 


in 


4 < 

1 1 


12 


REAOXNQ COMPREHENSION 












Number of Students 




73 




5 1 




1990 Orade Equivalent 




10.6 


14.1 


16.1 




1991 Qrade Equivalent 




13.6 




1 O . 9 




Gain 




2.9 


O Q 

U . 9 


\J . o 




Over/Under Predicted 




0.4 




\j . 




Program Effectiveness 




0 


0 


Q 




Range for 0 (^/-) 




0.4 


0.5 


0.6 




MAfHCMAfiCi 












Number of Students 








^^ 




1990 Qrade Equivalent 




9.5 


■ A . O 


14.6 




1991 Qrade Equivalent 




12.6 


1 o . o 


1 Q 4 
1 w . •# 




Qain 




3.0 


u . o 


O 7 




Over/Under Pradlctad 




0.2 








Program Effectiveness 




0 








Range for 0 (^/*) 




0.3 


\j . 


0 . 5 




LAN(kiAdB 












Number of Students 




75 


64 


52 




1990 Qrade Equivalent 




11.1 


14.0 


14.9 




1991 Qrade Equivalent 




13.3 


14.4 


IS. 2 




Qain 




2. 1 


0.3 


0.3 




Over/Under Pradlctad 




0.0 


0.3 


0. 1 




Program Effectiveness 
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0 


0 




RancM for 0 




0.4 


0.5 


0.5 




















75 


63 


51 
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13.8 


16. 1 








13.9 


15.2 


16.8 
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Over/Under Predicted 




0.5 


0.5 


0.2 








•f 


♦ 


0 




Ranoa for 0 ( ) 




0 . 4 


0.5 
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T3DB P^RfiEm MASTERIrifi 
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7 9 
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oo 


49 








Mastery Level 


93 


100 


ITBS 


' <owa T«sis of Siiic Skills 


Academi c Recogn 1 t 1 on 


17 


4 


TAP 


« T«Jts of 


Achi«v«m«nt 8n<£ 


REAOINQ 








Proficiency 


Nuidaer of Students 


88 


49 


noP6 


> Report On Program 


Mastery Level 
Academic Recognition 


100 
63 


100 
76 


• 

1 


Eff«ctiv«n«is 

* Numd«r of Students is 


MATHEMATICS 








Too Small for Analysis 


Nuaber of Students 


89 


49 




• Positivt 


Impact 


Mastery Level 


89 


100 




< Ntgttiv* Impact 


Academic Recognition 


28 


47 


0 


• No Impact 


PASSING ALL 






TAAS 


* Ttxfli Asitaimcnt of 


TESTS TAKEN 






1 


Academic Skills 


Number of Students 


89 
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1 
t 






Mastery Level 


84 


100 








Academic Recognition 


8 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SENIOR HIGH 
GRADES 9-12 

LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNSTON, 1990-91 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: 

Percent low income: 

Percent mi nor i ty: 

Percent female: 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) : 
Percent overage for their grade: 
Percent special education students: 
Percent gifted/talented students: 



Major Findings 



TAP ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991. Tests of Achievement and Proficiency (TAP) 
med i an percent i 1 e scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 

Out of 8 comparisons, program 
students* scores were*.. 

Read i ng Mathemat i cs 
Above the national norm in k k 
At the national norm in 0 0 
Below the national norm in 0 0 

TAP scores from spring, 1991 > were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 

Out of 12 comparisons, program 
students' scores. 



Read i ng Mathemat i cs Language Work Study 
Exceeded p-edicted levels in 0 0 0 2 
Achieved predicted levels in 3 3 3 1 
Were below predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 
Were too few for analysis in 0 0 0 0 

TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAAS at grades 9 and II (first-time test takers) were: 

Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in 2 2 2 2 
The same in 0 0 0 0 
Lower in 0 0 0 0 

Compared with the percentage of all AISD senior high students mastering all tests: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was • • • 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Higher 31^ 30% 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Higher 2% 6% 

Compared with the percentage of senior high school students statewide 
mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program "tate Program 
rate was. « . 
Higher 2% 6% 



ERiC 17 



9^ 



.39 



ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for senior high 
di str i ctwide: 



Fallt 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to. . • 

Program students 



Togram 
n T989- 



90 



The program 
rate was • • • 

Higher 

Hi gher 



A I SD Program 

9 3 • 5% 96 • 6^ 
90.5% 95-6% 



1990-91 program attendance was... 

Fall: Lower 
Spr i ng: Lower 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved in 
discipline incidents at the senior high level di str ictwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to. . . 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was • . . 

Lower 

Lower 



A ISO Program 



k.2% 



1990-91 program discipline was... 

Fall: Lower 
Spr i ng : Hi gher 



GRADES: Compared with the GPA^s for all AISD senior high students: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to. . . 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was . . . 

Higher 

Hi gher 



A I SD Program 



80. 

79. i 



|6.l 
16.1 



1990-91 program GPA was..* 

Fall: Lower 
Spr i ng : Lower 



RETAI NEES/DROPOUTS: Comparing the percentage of program students 
recommended in spring, 1991 » for retention the following year with 
all AISD senior nigh students: 



The program 
rate was . . . 
Lower 



Al SD Program 
6.1% 0.9% 



Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for senior high students 
for 1990-91 5 



The program 
rate was . . • 
Lower 



A I SD Program 
9.7% 0.0% 

Compared with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out 

Predicted Obtained 
2.5% 0.0% 

As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 



The obtained 
rate was . . . 
Lower 



The program rate was... 
Less than 100% 



Mean i ng that . . . 

The program did better 

than anticipated 
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The Ke^^Ung Magnet School serves mathematics, 
computer technology, and science high achiev- 
ers. The program also stresses academic de- 
velopment in other basic subjects. 

o ITBS achievement levels in the spring of 
1991 exceeded national norms; gains from 
spring 1990 to spring 1991 were equal to 
or exceeded predicted levels for other 
high achievers districtwide. 

o Program students scored higher on all TAAS 
tests than AISD seventh-grade students 
districtwide. 

o Program students were involved in no (0%) 
discipline incidents in the fall and al- 
most none in the spring, compared to AISD 
middle school/ junior high rates of 5.5% 
and 6.6%, respectively. 

o Through the fifth six weeks of the 1990-91 
school year, none (0%) of the Kealing Mag- 
net students dropped out of school, while 
2.7% of the District's middle school/ jun- 
ior high students had. 
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GENESYS PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 



PROGRAM NAME; Kealing Magnet School 
EVALUATION CONTACT: David Wilkinson 
PROGRAM CONTACT: Selena Cash 

>V FUNDING (LOCAL, STATE OR FEDERAL): Local 

>V BUDGET ALLOCATION: $175^608 

>V NUMBER OF CAMPUSES WITH PROGRAM: Kealing Junior High 

^ NUMBER OF STAFF: 7 Kealing teachers assigned to magnet 

* ELIGIBILITY/STUDENTS SERVED: k}7 students 
The academic qualifications include: 
K High standards on ITBS « Reading Comprehension 
%iTe and Math Total %\\e greater than or equal to 

2* High grades; 

3. A nigh interest in science, math, or computer 
technology; 

k. A high score on a hand-written essay to one of 
three questions related to contemporary science 
i ssues; 

5* Teacher recommendations are also used to 
support the applicants' qualifications 

>v GRADES SERVED: 7th and 8th 

SOURCE OF FILE: Computer file as of January based on 
course number 



>•< SUBJECT AREAS TAUGHT: Science, mathematics, and computers 



•A PROGRAM FOCUS/GOALS/METHODS: The program provides students 
with educational experiences which stress strong academic 
development in basic subject areas. A focus is computers as 
productivity tools and tne methods of scientific inquiry. 
Students are given opportunities to develop personal skills 
in studying, organizing, communicating, cooperating, and test 
taking. 
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EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: oa/oi/9i 



DEMOGRAPHIC INQICATORS 



# Students: 



1 



7 8 

226 211 



10 



11 



12 



TOTAL 

437 



Smx 

* 211 206 
% 53 47 



AtttndanM 
Fall Spring 

90-91 * 434 437 

% 97.3 96.4 

89-90 ^ 410 408 

% 97.5 96.8 



Ethnicity 
Black Hispanic OtNir 
35 58 324 

13 13 74 



Low 

XneoiM LEP 

60 1 

14 0 



Qvsrags 
For Qrads 

16 
4 



Special Qlf tad/ 

Edueat 1 on Ta 1 antad 

4 437 

1 100 



PROGRESS INQICATORS 



Olaelpllnad 
Fall Spring 



0 
0.0 
4 

0.9 



1 

0.2 
0 

0.0 



Credits 

Fall Spring 



AVQ 
AVQ 



0 F's 
Fall Spring 

437 435 

0.23 0.41 

320 318 

0.16 0.13 



0 No Qradas 

Fall Spring 



QPA 
Fall Spring 

437 435 

86.7 86.0 

320 318 

89. 2 89. 1 



DROPOUTS 

6th 8 Waaks: o.O October; 

1991 1991 



AETAXNEES 

End of Year: 0.2 Beginning of Year: 



SPRING^ 1991 



FALL, 1991 



PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990-91 



Fall, 1990 



NuMber of 
Students 

437 



Predicted Drooeuts 
0 Rate 

5 1.2 



DROPOUT RATES 

Obtained Drooouts 
0 Rate 

0 0.0 



Obtained 
as a % of 
predicted 

0.0 



Spring. i99i 



Annual « 1991 



Definitions: 

The PREDICTED DROPOUT RATE for a prograsj/grcup Is the sum of the dropout risk probablHtv for each 
student in the group divided by the number of students In the group (N). 

The DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a student Is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
membership In one of 22 different risk categories (The risk categories are derailed In the current 
QENESYS report. ) 

The RISK FACTOR for a given risk category is tne percentage of students In that risk category who 
dropped out. Expressed as a rate, the risk factor Is a two decimal -pi ace numeral. For example. 
If 48.79% of the students In a particular risk category dropped out. risk factor for a student 
In that category would be 48.78. 

The OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is the actual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic Is calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAH/GROUP; kealing magnet. 1990-91 



EVALUATION SU^MARY-P.2 



ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 



ERIC 



GENESYS 



Qrad« 

RMdfng Cotwpr^hfiilon 
Number of Students 



XTBS/TAP MDIM PERCENTXieS, 
1 2 3 4 8 



7 

82 
224 



8 

89 
207 



10 



11 



12 



Mathemtles Total 






86 87 




Nunrtssr of Students 






226 207 




Compos 1 to 






86 90 




Number of Students 






224 205 




ROPe, SPRXNQ 1990 


TO SPRXNQ 


1991 


MEAN QRADE 


EOUXVALENT 


Qrade 2 3 4 


S 6 


7 


8 9 


10 11 12 


RCAOXNQ COMPREHENSXON 










Number of Students 




198 


193 




1990 Qrade EqMlvalent 




8.7 


9.9 




1991 Qrade Equivalent 




9.8 


11.1 




Qain 




1 . 1 


1.2 




Over /Under Predicted 




0.2 


0. 1 




Program Effectiveness 






0 




Range for 0 (>/-) 




0. 1 


0. 1 




MATHEMATXCS 










Number of Students 




200 


194 




1990 Qrade Equivalent 




8.2 


9.6 




1991 Qrade Equivalent 




9.3 


10.5 




Qain 




1 . 1 


0.9 




Over /Under Predicted 




0.2 


0. 1 




Program Effectiveness 




-f 






Range for 0 (>/-) 




0. 1 


0. 1 














Number of Students 




199 


194 




1990 Qrade Equivalent 




8.6 


10. 1 




1991 Qrade Equivalent 




9.8 


1 1.3 




Qain 




1 . 1 


1.2 




Over/Under Predicted 




0.0 


0.0 




Program Effectiveness 




0 


0 




Range for 0 (>/-) 




0. 1 


0. 1 




w6lkk &Ttj6V 










Number of Students 




198 


191 




1990 Qrade Equivalent 




8.4 


9.9 




1991 Qrade Equivalent 




9.6 


1 1 .0 




Qain 




1.2 


1.2 




Over /Under Predicted 




0.2 


0. 1 




program Effectiveness 










Range for 0 (>/*) 




0. 1 


0. 1 




taas PCRCEhrr masterxnq 








Qrade 3 9 


7 


9 


11 


KtY , 


WRXTXNQ 










NuiiiMir of Students 


220 








Mastery Level 


93 






ITBS * lowt T«sts of Bittc Skills 


Academic Recognition 


15 






TAP • Ttsis of Achitvtmtnt and 


REAOXNQ 








Proficitncy 


Number of Students 


220 






ROPG • Rtpoft On Pfogrtm 


Mastery Level 


95 






Efftctivtntst 


Academic Recognition 


55 






^ • ■ Numbtr of Sludtntt i% 


MATHEMATXCS 








Too SmttI for Analysis 


Number of Students 


220 






■ * « Positiva Impact 


Mastery Level 


98 






> < Ntgativa impact 


Academic Recognition 


45 






^ 0 * No impact 


PASSXNQ ALL 








TAAS ■ Taxaa Assaasmant of 


TESTS TAKEN 








Acadamic Skills 


Number of Students 


221 






i 


Mastery Level 


88 






i 


Academic Recognition 


9 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

MIDDLE SCHOOL/JUNIOR HIGH 
GRADES 7-8 

KEALING MAGNET, 1990-91 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: 

Percent low income: 

Percent mi nor i ty; 

Percent female; 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) 
Percent overage for their grade: 
Percent special education students: 
Percent gifted/talented students: 



Major F i nd i ngs 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991, Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 
median percentile scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 



(ITBS) 



Out of k comparisons, program 
students* scores were*.* 

Above the national norm in 
At the national norm in 
Below the national norm in 



Reading Mathematics 
2 2 
0 0 
0 0 



ITBS scores from spring, 1991 • were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure* 



Out of 8 
students' 



compar 1 sons , 
scores • * . 



program 



Exceeded predicted levels in 
Achieved predicted levels in 
Were below predicted levels in 
Were too few for analysis in 



Read i ng 
1 

0 
0 



Mathemat i cs 
2 
0 
0 
0 



Language 
0 
2 
0 
0 



Work 



Study 

2 

0 

0 

0 



TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAA5 at grade 7 were: 

Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in x x x x 

The same in 
Lower in 



Compared with the percentage of all AISD middle/Junior high school students 
mastering al 1 tests: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was ... 

Academic Mastery (ail tests taken) Higher kk% 88| 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Higher 2% 0% 

Compared with the percentage of middle/junior high school students state- 
wide mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program State Program 
rate was ... 

Higher 2% 8% 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for middle school/junior 
high districtwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, I99I 

Compared to* • • 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was * * * 

Hi gher 

Hi gher 



A I SD Program 



94.8% q7.3% 
92.7% 3b.k% 

1990-91 program attendance was 

Fal 1 : Lower 
Spr ing: Lower 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved in discipline 
incidents at the middle school/junior high level districtwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to* • • 

Prograr;; students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was* • • 

Lower 

Lower 



A I SD Program 



0.0% 
0.2% 



1990-91 program discipline was 

Fa 1 1 : Lower 
Spring: Higher 



GRADES: Compared with the GPA's for all AISD middle school /jun i or 
high students: 

The program AISD Program 

rate was ... 
Hi gher §4.^ Sb J) 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, I99I 



Compared to. . . 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



Higher ok, 

1990-91 program CPA was 

Fa 1 1 : Lower 
Spr i ng: Lower 



RETAI NEES/DROPOUTS: Comparing the percentage of program students 
recommended in spring, 1991 » for retention the following year with 
all AISD middle school/jur.ior high students: 



The program 
rate was . • . 
Lower 



A I SD Program 
3.7% 0.2% 



Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for middle school/junior high students 
for 1990-91 : 



The program 
rate was* . . 
Lower 



A I SD Program 
l.k% 0.0% 

Compared with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out: 

Predi cted Obtai ned 
1.2% 0.0% 

As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 



The obtai ned 
rate was. . . 
Lower 



The program rate was... 
Less than 100% 



Meani ng that. . . 

The program did better 

than anticipated 
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AIM High is the District's gifted and talented 
program at grades K-6. Generally, it appears 
to be having a positive effect on the students 
involved. 

o ITBS achievement results are well above 
the national average in both reading and 
mathematics for elementary gifted stu- 
dents. Except for grade 6, achievement 
gains over a one-year period exceeded what 
would be predicted for high achievers in 
elementary. 

o Higher percentages of elementary gifted 
students mastered the TAAS tests than did 
elementary student districtwide. 

o Attendance rates for elementary gifted 
students exceeded AISD rates; their in- 
volvement in discipline incidents was 
lower. 

o No AIM High students were recommended for 
retention the following year. 



GENESYS PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 



PROGRAM NAME: AIM High 

EVALUATION CONTACT: David Wilkinson 

PROGRAM CONTACT: Bobbie Sanders 

FUNDING (LOCAL, STATE OR FEDERAL): Local 
>'< BUDGET ALLOCATION: 335 J67 
^ NUMBER OF CAMPUSES WITH PROGRAM: €>k 
^ NUMBER OF STAFF: 8 

>v ELIGIBILITY/STUDENTS SERVED: See the "AIM High Program Manual" 
for a description of identification procedures. 
Formal identification of students begins in kindergarten. 



Gi^ADES SERVED: K-6 (AIM High only serves 6th graders in 13 

elementary schools.) 
SOURCE OF FILE: Central computer file as of May, 1991 



>'c SUBJECT AREAS TAUGHT: Language arts, mathematics, science, social 
studies, bilingual language arts 



PROGRAM FOCUS/GOALS/METHODS: AIM High is the District's gifted/ 

talented program at the elementary level. The title of the 
program refers to the characteristics sought in gifted 
students (ability, interest, motivation). The program 
focuses on four basic subject areas — language arts^ 
mathematics, science, and social studies. Continuity 
in curricula and teacher teaching across grades and 
schools is provided by the Office of Gifted Education, 
which also ensures uniform identification of students. 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



GENESYS 

GENwIC Evaluation SYS tarn 
PROGRAM/GROUP: GIFTEO and TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91. GRADES 2-6 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: ot/30/91 





.DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS 








GraM 


PKK 1 234S87 


8 9 


10 11 


12 TCTAL 


# Students: 


835 1071 1338 1251 140 






4635 




Ethnicity Low 


Ovarags 


Spaelal 


Qlftad/ 


Maltt Famala 


Black Hispanic Oth«r Zncoma LEP 


For Qrada 


Education 


Tal anted 


^ 2307 2328 


493 1002 3180 1258 SI 


281 


91 


4634 


% 50 50 


10 22 69 27 1 


6 


2 


100 




PROGRESS INDICATORS. 


<• 




• 





Att«ndane« 


OlsolpHnad 




Credits 




F's 0 No Qradts 


QPA 




Fan 


Spring 


Fall Spring 




Fall Spring 


Fall 


Spring Fall Spring 


Fall Spring 


90-91 ^ 


4630 


4634 


8 8 












% 


97.8 


96.8 


0.2 0.2 


AVQ 










89-90 ^ 


4439 


4458 


2 6 












% 


97.3 


97.0 


0.0 0.1 


AVQ 














DROPOUTS 


N/A 








RETAZNEES 




5th 






DctolMr: 




End of 


Year: 


0.0 Beginning of 


Yaar: 


1991 




1991 




SPRING. 


1991 


PALL. 1991 





PREOZCTED and DBTAZNEO 1990-91 



NUNtMr Of 
Students 



Predlctad Dropouts 
Rate 



DROPOUT RATES 

Obtained Drooouts 
¥ Rate 



Obtained 
as a % of 
Predicted 



Fan, 1990 



Spring, i99i 



Annual. i99i 



Definitions: 

The PREDZCTED DROPOUT RATE for a prograia/ group Is the sum of the dropout risk probability for each 
student In the group divided by the number of students in the group (N). 

The DROPOUT RZSK PRDBABZLZTY for a Student IS based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
membership in one of 22 differe'jc risk categories . (The risk categories are detailed In the current 
QENESYS report.) 

The RZSK FACTOR for a given risk category is the percentage of students In that risk category who 
dropped out. Expressed as a rate, the risk factor Is a two decimal-place numeral. For example. 
If 48.78% of the students In a particular risk category dropped out. the risk factor for a student 
In that category would be 48.79. 

The OBTAZNED DROPOUT RATE for a program/ group Is the actual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAZNED AS A % OF PREDZCTED statistic IS calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: gifted and talented students. 1990-91. grades 2-6 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



ERIC 





"i 




ACHIEVEMENT INOICATORS . 








GENESYS ar.d. 


XTBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES, 
1 2 3 4 5 


ft 7 


a 
0 




if\ 11 19 

IW 11 I* 






86 


79 


76 


78 










NuiMMr Of stuoants 




828 


1050 


1313 


1 228 


1 39 








MathMatlca Total 




93 


86 


88 


65 


83 








NuMtMr of Students 




830 


1052 


1313 


123 1 


139 








Conposl ta 




92 


87 


85 


84 


83 








NuiNMir of Studants 




826 


1046 


1307 


1 224 


138 










ROPE, SPRXNQ ^990 TO 


SPRXNQ 


1991 MEAN 


QRAOE 


EQUIVALENT 


Qrada 


2 


3 


4 


S 


Q 


7 8 


9 


10 


11 12 


REAOXNQ COMPRCHCNSZON 




















nnwpar OT axuQanxs 


724 


926 


1 172 


1084 


1 24 










1990 Qrada Cqulvalant 


2.9 


4.2 


4.9 


6. 1 


7 . 4 










1991 Grada Cqulvalant 


4.2 


4.9 


6.0 


7.2 


8 . 5 










Qain 


1 .3 


0.7 


1 . 1 


1 . 1 


1 . 1 










Ov«r/Undar Pr«d1ctad 


0.2 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0.2 


0. 1 










Program Cf faetWarMsa 


■f 








0 










Ranga for 0 (••■/-) 


0. 1 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


U . ^ 










MATHEMATICS 




















WMWPar Of aXUCMnXa 


735 


933 


1 169 


1086 


125 










1990 Qrada Cqulvalant 


3.0 


4. 1 


4.8 


5.9 


7 4 










1991 Qrada Cqulvalant 


4.2 


4.9 


6.0 


7.2 


8 . 1 










Qain 


1 .2 


0.8 


1 .2 


1.3 


0. 7 










Ovar/Undar Pradlctad 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0.1 


- . 1 










Program Cf faotlvanasa 




> 




"f 












Ranga for 0 (♦/*) 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 












LANQUaQe 




















rauMDar or axuaanxs 






1 180 


1090 


125 










1990 Qrada Equlvalant 






5.4 


6.2 


7 . 8 










1991 Qrada Equlvalant 






6.4 


7.5 


8 . 8 










Qain 






0.9 


1.3 


1.0 










Ovar/Undar Pradlctad 






0.2 


0. 1 


0.0 










Program EffaetWanaaa 






■f 


■f 


0 










Ranga for 0 (♦/-) 






0.0 


0.0 


0. 1 










WORK STUDY 




















NutnMr Of studanta 






1 169 


1089 


126 










1990 Qrada Equlvalant 






4.9 


6.0 


7. 3 










1991 Qrada EquWalant 






6. 1 


7. 1 


8.3 










Qain 






1 .2 


1 . 1 


1 .0 










Ovar/Undar Pradlctad 






0.2 


0.2 


0. 1 










Program EffaetWanaaa 






"f 


•f 


0 










Ranga for 0 (♦/-) 






0.0 


0.0 


0. 1 


















KEY 


Qrada 


3 


5 




7 


9 1 1 




WRXTXNQ 




















NuMbar of Studants 




1048 


1215 














Maatary Laval 




88 


95 










ITBS ' 


lowa T«sts of 8«iic Skiiii 


Acadamic Racognltlon 




9 


14 










TAP • 


Tilts of Ach(tvtm«nt and 


REAOXNQ 


















Proficitncy 


Numbar of Studants 




1044 


1220 










ROPE ' 


Riport On Program 


Maatary Laval 




98 


93 












€ff«ctivtnti9 


Aoadamie Raeognltlon 




78 


67 












* Numbtr of Studtnts rs 


MATHEMATICS 


















Too Smflll for Analysis 


Nuabar of Studants 




1042 


1221 












> Posittva Imptct 


Maatary Laval 




100 


94 












- N^q^tiW Impact 


Aeadamic Racognltlon 




72 


48 










0 


■ No Impact 


PASSXNQ ALL 
















TAAS 


■ Ttxai Aistismant of 


TESTS TAKEN 


















Academic Skills 


Nuinbar of Studants 




1036 


1233 














Maatary Laval 




87 


88 










1 

1 




Aeadamic Racognltlon 




7 


9 















28 



32 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



90.39 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ELEMENTARY, 
GRADES 2-6 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 • GRADES 2-6 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: '♦63 

Percent low income: 2 

Percent minor i ty : 31 

Percent female: 50 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) : 1 

Percent overage for their grade: 6 

Percent special education students: 2 

Percent gifted/talented students: 100 



Major F i nd i ngs 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring. 1991 • Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) 
median Percentile scores of program students were compared to 
the 1980 national norms. 



Readi ng Mathemat i cs 



Out of 10 comparisons, program 
students' scores were... 

Above the national norm in 
At the national norm in 
Below the national norm in 0 0 

ITBS scores from spring, 1991 1 were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 

Out of 16 comparisons, program 
students ' scores . . . 

Reading Mathematics Language Work Study 

Exceeded predicted levels \n k k 2 2 

Achieved predicted levels in 1 0 11 

Were below predicted levels in 0 1 0 0 

Were too few for analysis in 0 0 0 0 



TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reac** ' * ^ * ^ ^ ^ - --i--- 

the 



reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
TAaS at grades 3 ano 5 were: 



Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in 2 2 2 2 
The same in 0 0 0 0 
Lower in 0 0 0 0 



Compared with the percentage of all AISD elementary students mastering all tests: 

The program AISD Program 

rate was ... 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Higher 57| 88| 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Higher 3^ 7% 



Compared with the percentage of elementary students statewide mastering 
all three tests with academic recognition: 

The program State Procram 
rate was ... 

Higher 3% 7% 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for elementary students 
d I str I ctwide: 

The program A! SO Program 

rate was . . . 

Fall, 1990 Higher 96.7% 97-9% 

Spring, 1991 Higher 95-5% 9b-8% 

Compared to.,. 1990-91 program attendance was... 

Program students Fall: Higher 

In 1989-90 Spring: Lower 

DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved 
in discipline incidents at the elementary level d i str i ctwi de: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was « • • 

Fall, 1990 Lower 0.2% 0.2% 

Spring, 1991 Lower 0.3% 0.2% 

Compared to... 1990-91 program discipline was... 

Program students Fall: Higher 

in T989-9O Spring: Higher 

RETAINEES: Comparing the percentage of program students recommended in 
spring, 1991f for retention the following year with all AISD elementary 
students : 



The program AISD Program 

rate was . . . 

Lower 0.7% 0.0% 
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The Secondary Honors Program is the District's 
gifted and talented program at the secondary 
level. Large percentages of AISD middle/ jun- 
ior high and high school students take honors 
courses . 

o Secondary Honors students scored well 

above national norms on the ITBS and TAP in 
spring, 1991; gains from spring, 1990 to 
spring, 1991 exceeded predicted levels for 
other high achievers districtwide at all 
grades €"12 in reading; mathematics, lan- 
guage and work-study. 

o Honors students mastered all three TAAS 
tests at the academic recognition level at 
higher rates than students in the District 
and State. 

o Attendance rates for Secondary Honor stu- 
dents were higher than the District's over- 
all rate for secondary students; their in- 
volvement in discipline incidents was 
lower. 

o Almost no honors students dropped out of 
school through the fifth six weeks of 1990- 
91; the retention rate for program students 
was much lower than the districtwide rate 
for secondary students. 
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GENESYS PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 

PROGRAM NAME: Secondary Honors Program 
EVALUATION CONTACT: David Wilkinson 
PROGRAM CONTACT: Al Suttles 

FUNDING (LOCAL, STATE OR FEDERAL): Local 

^< BUDGET ALLOCATION: The Honors Program is supported through 

instructional support lines in the budget. 
^ NUMBER OF CAMPUSES WITH PROGRAM: 23 

^< NUMBER OF STAFF: 1 central administrator, instructional 
coordinators, and regular campus staff assigned 



^ ELIGIBILITY/STUDENTS SERVED: Students in middle/junior high 
or high school taking one or more honors courses 



^ GRAPES SERVED: 6-12 

^ SOURCE OF FILE: Students Grade Reporting (SGR) file as of May, 1991 



y< SUBJECT AREAS TAUGHT: £ng 1 i sh/1 anguage arts, science, mathematics, 
and social studies; computer science and foreign language at high 
school only 



^< PROGRAM FOCUS/GOALS/METHODS: A student in an honors course with: 
Function at higher skill levels 
Analyze more complex data to solve problems 
Cover material in greater depth 
Read at a higher level of comprehension 
Write with more independent sel f ! n i t i ated learning 
Place emphasis on the quality of learning activities 
rather than the quantity 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



GENESYS 

GENeric Evaluation SYS tarn 
PROGRAM/GROUP: GIFTED and talented students. 1990-91. GRADES 6-8 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: O8/02/91 



Qracta 

# Students: 



PK 



1 



DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS 



9 6 7 8 

1004 1405 1405 



10 



11 



12 



TOTAL 

3837 



Smn ethnicity Low Ovsrago 

Ma1« Pmmi1« Black Hispanic ath«r XneoiiM LfiP For Qrad« 

1780 2057 436 664 2737 687 15 188 



Spoelal Qlftod/ 
Cducat 1 on Ta 1 •ntsd 



30 



3837 



% 




46 


54 


11 17 


71 18 


0 


9 1 


100 










r 


PROGRESS INDICATORS . 












Attonctanc# 


OlMlpllnMl 


Credits 




F'a # No QradM 




QPA 






fall 


Spring 


Pall Spring 


Fall Spring 


Fall 


Spring Fall Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


90-91 




3821 


3837 


37 S8 


0 


381 1 


3785 


3811 


3785 




% 


97. 1 


95.7 


1.0 1.5 


AVQ 


0. 1 1 


0. 19 


89.5 


89.0 


89-90 




3503 


3528 


25 24 




2366 


2359 


2366 


2360 




% 


97.3 


96.7 


0.7 0.6 


AVQ 


0.07 


0.08 


90. 1 


89.8 








DROPOUTS 








ReTAXNees 






6th 


6 


WMkS: 


0.2 


Qetob«r: 


end of 


Yur: 


0.4 thinning of 


Yoart 






1991 




1991 


SPRING. 


1991 


FALL. 1991 







PReOXCTeO andDSTAXNeO 1990-91 DROPOUT RATeS 



Fall. 1990 



NUMbor of 
Studonts 

2833 



Prodi ctod Dropout g 
Rato 



34 



1.2 



Qbtalnad Drooouta 
0 Rato 

0 0.0 



Obtalnod 
as a % of 
Prodi ctod 

0.0 



Spring, 1991 



Annual , i99i 



Definitions: 

Tho PRCOXCTeo DROPOUT RATe for a program/group Is tho sum of tho drooout risk probability for sach 
studont in tho group divldod by thp nuRiMr of studonts In tho group (N). 

Tho DROPOUT RXSK PROBABXLXTY for a studont Is basod on tho risk factor assoclatod with tho studont 's 
moinborshlp in ono of 22 difforont risk eatooor1os « (Tho risk catogorlos ar« dotal lod In tho curront 
QENeSYS roport . ) 

Tho RXSK FACTOR for a givon risk catooorv is tho porcontago of studonts In that risk catogory who 
droppMi out. Exprossod as a rato, tho risk factor Is a two doclmal-'pUco numoral. For oxaivipio, 
If 45.7S% of tho studonts In a particular risk catogory droppod out. tho risk factor for a studont 
In that catogory would bo 46. 7S. 

Tho a6TAXNeD DROPOUT RATB for a program/group Is tho actual porcontago of studonts who droppod out. 

Tho OBTAXNCD AS A % OF PREDXCTED statistic Is ealculatod by dividing tho pk-od1ctod rato by tho 
obtained rato and multiplying by 100. 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 2 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: GIFTED AND talented students. 1990-91, GRADES 6-8 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



ERIC 



- 


ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 






(jlLiNbdY^ Qrada 


XTBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES. 
1 2 3 4 9 


e 


7 


8 


9 10 11 12 


RMdlng Comprehension 






76 


76 


80 




Numbor of Students 






991 


1389 


1386 




Mathsmstles Total 






82 


77 


76 




NuMbar of Students 






991 


1389 


1379 




Coinposlte 






82 


81 


82 




Number of Students 






987 


1383 


1370 






ROPE, SPRINQ 199<^ 


TO SPRINQ 


1991 


MEAN 


GRADE 


EQUIVALENT 


Qrade 


2 3 4 


9 0 


7 


8 


9 


10 11 12 


RCADXNGI C0P4PREHCNSX0N 














Nufnber of Students 




862 


1 197 


1248 






1990 Qrade Equivalent 




7.2 


8.2 


9.3 






1991 Qrade Equivalent 




8.2 


9.4 


10.5 






Qain 




1 .0 


1.2 


1.2 






Over/Under Predicted 




0.2 


0.2 


0. 1 






Prograai Effectiveness 




-f 




-f 






Range for 0 




0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 






MATHEMATiCs 














Number of Students 




860 


1 196 


1243 






1990 Qrade Equivalent 




7. 1 


8.0 


9.0 






1991 Qrade Equivalent 




8. 1 


9.0 


9.9 






Qein 




1 .0 


1.0 


0.9 






Over/Under Predicted 




0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 






Program Effectiveness 




♦ 


+ 


+ 






Range for 0 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 






UANQUAGE 














Number: of Students 




863 


1 191 


1243 






1990 Qrade Equivalent 




7.5 


8.4 


9.6 






1991 Qrade Equivalent 




8.6 


9.7 


10.8 






Qain 




1 . 1 


1.3 


1.2 






Over/Under Predicted 




0.2 


0. 1 


0. 1 






Program Effectiveness 




+ 


+ 


+ 






Range for 0 (♦/-) 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 






WORK STUDY 














Number of Students 




865 


1 196 


1247 






1990 Qrade Equivalent 




7. 1 


8. 1 


9 . 2 






1991 Qrade Equivalent 




8.2 


9.3 


10.4 






Qain 




1 . 1 


1.2 


1.2 






Over/Under Predicted 




0.3 


0.2 


0. 1 






Program Effectiveness 




+ 


+ 


+ 






Range for 0 (♦/-) 




0. 1 


0. 1 


0.0 






TAA5 PCKGCNT MASTCKirKi 








KEY 


Grade 


3 9 


7 


9 


11 




WRITIW 














Number of Students 




1349 










Mastery Level 




92 








IT8S ' low* T«tt$ of 8«tic Skills 


Academic Recognition 




12 








TAP ■ Ttitt of Achtevement and 


REAOZNQ 












Pfofieitncy 


Number of Students 




1362 








ROPE « Rtport On Program 


ii^astery Level 




93 








Effaetivtnttt 


Academic Recognition 




48 








• ■ Number of Sludants >a 


MATHEMATICS 












Too Small for Analysis 


Number of Students 




1361 








♦ ■ Positiva Impact 


Mastery Level 




93 








• < Nagativa Impact 


Academic Recognition 




39 








0 ' No Impact 


PASSING ALL 












TAAS < Taxas Assassmant of 


TESTS TAKEN 












Acadamic Skills 


Number of Students 




1374 










Mastery Level 




83 










Academic Recognition 




6 








1 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
MIDDLE SCHOOL/JUNIOR HIGH 

grade: 6-8 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91i GRADES 6-8 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this groups 3837 

Percent low income: 18 

Percent mi nor i ty : 29 

Percent female: 5** 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) : 0 
Percent overage for their grade: 
Percent special education students: 

Percent gifted/talented students: 100 



Major Findings 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991 i Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) 
med ian percent i le scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 



Out of 6 comparisons, program 
students' scores were. 



Read i ng Mathemat i cs 



Above the national norm in 
At the national norm in 

Below the national norm in 0 0 

ITBS scores from spring, 1991 # were compared to predicted levels 
of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 
procedure. 

Out of 20 comparisons, program 
students ' scores • • • 

Reading Mathematics Language Work Study 

Exceeded predicted levels in 3 3 3 3 

Achieved predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were below predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were too few for analysis in 2 2 2 2 

TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAAS at grade 7 were: 

Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in x x x x 

The same in 
Lower i n 

Compared with the percentage of all AISD middle/junior high school students 
master i ng all tests: 

The program AISD Program 

rate was ... 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Higher 0}% 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Higher 2% S% 

Compared with the percentage of middle/junior high school students state- 
wide mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program State Program 
rate was . . . 

Higher 2% 5% 

ERIC 3f) 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for middle school/junior 
high distr ictwide: 

The program AISO Program 

rate was • • • 

Fall, 1990 Higher ^k.Q% 97-1% 

Spring, 1991 Higher 92-7% 95-7% 

Compared to.., 1990-91 program attendance was... 

Program students Fall: Lower 

in T989-9O Spring: Lower 

DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved in ^iiscipline 
incidents at the middle school /jun i or high level distr ictwide: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was . . . 

Fall, 1990 Lower 5.5% 1.0% 

Spring, 1991 Lower b.h% 1.5% 

Compared to... 1990-91 program discipline was... 

Program students Fall: Higher 

in 1989-90 Spring: Higher 

GRADES: Compared with the GPA's for all AISD middle school/junior 
high students: 

The program AISD Program 

rate was . . . 

Fall, 1990 Higher Sk.} 89.5 

Spring, 199' Higher Qk.\ 89. 0 

Compared to... 1990-91 program CPA was... 

Program students Fall: Lower 

in 1989-90 Spring: Lower 

RETAINEES/DROPOUTS: Comparing the percentage of program students 
recommended in spring, 1991 • for retention the following year with 
all AISD middle school/junior high students: 

The program AISD Program 

rate was . . . 

Lower 3*7% 0.k% 

Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for middle school/junior high students 
for 1990-91 : 

The program AISD Program 

rate was ... 

Lower 0.2% 

Compared with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out: 

The obtained Predicted Obtained 

rate was . . . 

Lower 1 .2% 0.0% 



As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 

Meani ng that. . . 
The program did I 
than anticipated 



The program rate was... Meaning that... 

Less than 100% The program did better 



File name: UCC.EVGENGT. JR9 1 



36 



ERLC 



90.39 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARThENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



GENESYS 

GEN«ric Evaluation SYStem 
PROGRAM/GROUP: gifteo ano tauenteo students. 1990-91. grades 9-12 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: O8/01/91 



DEMQGRAPHIC^INDICATORS , . 


Qracto 


PK K 1 2 3 4 


8 6 7 


8 9 


10 11 


12 TOTAL 


0 Studtnts: 






1354 


1 400 1312 


1175 5241 


S«x 


ethnicity 


tow 


Overage 


Special 


Qlfted/ 




Black Hispanic Other 


ZncoAM LEP 


for Qrade 


Education 


Talented 


0 2333 2908 


980 987 3674 


610 57 


41 1 


42 


5241 


% 4S 5S 


11 19 70 


12 1 


8 


1 


100 



PROGRESS INDICATORS 







Attendance 


Disciplined 




Credits 


0 


F's 


0 No 


Qrades 




QPA 






Fan 


Spring 


Fall Spring 




Pall 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


90-91 


0 


5185 


5218 


36 79 




5218 


5185 


5218 


5185 


5218 


5185 


5211 


5171 




% 


96.5 


95. 1 


0.7 1.5 


AVQ 


2.9 


2.8 


0.25 


0.26 


0.04 


0. 18 


86.2 


86.0 


89-90 




4789 


4848 


38 41 




3874 


3884 


3874 


3884 


3874 


3B84 


3873 


3883 




% 


97.2 


96.3 


0.7 0.8 


AVQ 


3.0 


3.0 


0. 16 


0. t8 


0.01 


0.02 


86.6 


86.5 








DROPOUTS 












RETAZNEES 








6th 


6 Weeks: 


0.6 


October: 






End of 


Year: 


1 .4 


Beginning of 


Year: 






1991 




1991 






SPRING. 


1991 




PALL. 1991 







PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990-91 



Fall. 1990 



Number of 
Students 

5241 



Predicted Dropouts 
0 Rate 



131 



2.5 



OROPOUT RATES 

Obtained Dropouts 
0 Rate 

0 0.0 



Obtained 
as a % of 
Predicted 

0.0 



Spring, i99i 



Annual. i99i 



Definitions: 

The PREDICTED OROPOUT RATE for a program/ group Is the sum of the drooout risk pr obabnitv for each 
student In the group divided by the number of students in the group (N). 

The OROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a student Is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
membership in one of 22 different risk categories . (The risk categories are detailed in the current 
QENESYS report. ) 

The RISK FACTOR for a given risk eateoorv Is the percentage of students In that risk category who 
dropped out. Expressed as a rate, the risk factor is a two decimal-place numeral. For example. 
If 48.7S% of the students In a particular risk category dropped out, the risk factor for a student 
In that category would be 49. 7S. 

The OBTAINED OROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is the actual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic Is calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by 100. 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 2 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: QIFTED and TALENTeo students. 1990-91. qraoes 9-12 EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



* ■ * 

ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 




XTBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES, 
1 2 3 4 8 6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 12 


Reading Co(npr«h«ns1on 








78 


80 


78 73 


Number of Students 








1284 1358 


1253 1084 


Mathematics Total 








75 


79 


8 1 76 


Nueder of Students 








1288 1356 


1252 1088 


Composite 








80 


80 


80 73 


Number of Students 








1262 1330 


1223 1044 




ROPE. SPRING 1930 TO SPRING 1991 


MEAN ( 


3RADE 


EQUIVALENT 




Qrade 


2 3 4 S a 7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


RCAOXNQ COMPRCHCNSION 














Number of Students 






1061 


1 192 


1096 


966 


1990 Qrade Ecfulvalent 






10.5 


13.9 


15.2 


15.8 


1991 Qrade Equivalent 






13.3 


14.8 


15.6 


15.7 


Gain 






2.9 


0.9 


0.4 


-0.0 


Over/Under Predicted 






0.4 


0.3 


0.3 


0.4 


Progran Effectiveness 














Range for 0 (•♦■/-) 






0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


MATHEMATICS 














NuiiMr Of Students 






1067 


1 194 


1 103 


971 


1990 Qrade Equivalent 






9.8 


13.3 


14.8 


15.5 


1991 Qrade Equivalent 






13.1 


14.6 


15.5 


15.5 


Qain 






3.3 


1 .3 


0.7 


-0.0 


Over /Under Predicted 






0.3 


0.2 


0 3 


0.3 


program Effectiveness 














Range for 0 (+/-) 






0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


LANQUAQC 














Number of Students 






1069 


1 193 


1099 


977 


1990 Qrade Equivalent 






10.9 


13.5 


14.0 


14.7 


1991 Qrade Equivalent 






13.2 


14.0 


14.6 


14.5 


Qain 






2.3 


0.5 


0.6 


-0.2 


Over/Under Predicted 






0.4 


0.3 


0.3 


0,3 


Program Effectiveness 














Range for 0 (+/-) 






0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


WORK STUDY 














Number of Students 






1066 


1 166 


1091 


959 


1990 Qrade Equivalent 






10.4 


14.2 


15.7 


16.0 


1991 Qrade Equivalent 






13.9 


15.5 


16.5 


16.3 


Qain 






3.5 


1 .4 


0.8 


0.4 


Over/Under Predicted 






0.4 


0.3 


0.2 


0.4 


Program Effectiveness 






■f 


■f 


+ 


+ 


Range for 0 (+/-) 






0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0.2 


TAAS PlKiW iiAtriklH& 






KEY ^ / 


Qrade 


3 S 7 9 


11 




WRZTZNQ 














Number of Students 


1293 


1010 










Mastery Level 


88 


100 




IT83 


« Iowa 


Tasts of Qatic Skiitt 


Academic Recognition 


10 


10 




TAP 


■ r«sti 


of Achiavamant and 


READXNQ 










Prof iciancy 


Number of Students 


1293 


10 iO 




ROPE 


« A«port On Program 


Mastery Level 


98 


100 






Eff«ctiv«n«st 


Academic Recognition 


59 


64 




* 


' Numbar of Studanti tt 


MATHEMATICS 










Too 


Small for Analysis 


Number of Students 


1294 


1009 






* Potitiva Impact 


Mastery Level 


90 


100 






' N«9ativ« Impact 


Academic Recognition 


28 


39 




0 


■ No Impact 


PASSING ALL 








TAAS 


* Taxat Aatassmant of 


TESTS TAKEN 










Acadamic Sktllt 


Number of Students 


1309 


1010 










Mastery Level 


82 


100 










Academic Recognition 


5 


5 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SENIOR HIGH 
GRADE:) 9-12 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS. 1990-91 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: 52i*1 

Percent low income; 12 

Percent minor i ty: 30 

Percent female: B5 

Percent limited English prof ici ent (LEP) : 1 

Percent overage for their grade; 8 

Percent special education students: 1 

Percent gifted/talented students: 100 

Major F i ndi ngs 

TAP ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991, Tests of Achievement and Proficiency (TAP) 
median gercenti le scores of program students were compared to 
the )988 national norms. 

Out of 8 comparisons, program 
students' scores were... 

Reading Mathematics 
Above the national norm in k k 
At the national norm in 0 0 
Below the national norm in 0 0 

TAP scores from spring. 1991 # were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 

Out of l6 comparisons, program 
students ' scores . . . 

Reading Mathematics Language Work Study 

Exceeded predicted levels in 4 4 k k 

Achieved predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were below predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were too few for analysis in 0 0 0 0 

TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and wrttincj, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAAS at grades 9 and 1i (first-time test takers) were; 

Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in 2 2 2 2 
The same in 0 0 0 0 
Lower in 0 0 0 0 

Compared with the percentage of all AISD senior high students mastering all tests: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was ... 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Higher 51% 90% 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Higher 2% 5% 

Compared with the percentage of senior high school students statewide 
mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program State Program 
rate was ... 

Higher 2% 5% 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for senior high 
distr ictwide: 



Fail, 1990 
Sprang, 1991 

Compared to* * • 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was • • • 

Higher 

Higher 



Al SO Program 
95-1% 



1990-91 program attendance was 

Fall: Lower 
Spr i ng : Lower 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved in 
discipline incidents at the senior high level di str ictwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to... 

Program students 
in 1909-90 



The program 
rate was . • • 

Lower 

Lower 



A I SD Program 



o.n 

1 .5% 



1990-91 program discipline was... 

Fall: Lower 
Spr i ng : Hi gher 



GRADES: Compared with the CPA's for all AISD senior high students: 

A I SD Program 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to* • . 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was . . . 

Higher 8O.3 86.2 

Higher 79o 86.0 

1990-91 program CPA was... 

Fall: Lower 

Spr i ng: Lower 



RETAI NEES/DROPOUTS: Comparing the percentage of program students 
recommended in spring, 199U for retention the following year with 
all AISD senior high students: 



The program 
rate was • . . 
Lower 



A I SD Program 
6.1% 



Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for senior high students 
for 1990-91: 



The program 
rate was • . . 
Lower 



A I SD Program 
9.7% 0.6% 

Compared with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out: 

Predicted Obtai ned 
2.5% 0.0% 

As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 



The obta i ned 
rate was • . . 
Lower 



The program rate was... 
Less than 100% 



Meani ng that. . . 

The program did better 

than anticipated 
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Language instruction is provided to the Dis- 
trict's limited-English-proficient (LEP) stu- 
dents mainly through two basic programs — 
bilingual education and English as a Second 
Language (ESL) . 

o LEP students score below national norms 
on the ITBS and TAP. Gains from spring 

1990 to spring 1991 were generally equal 
to predicted levels (compared to similar 
students districtwide) . 

o Compared with the attendance rates for 
students districtwide, LEP students 
served in the bilingual program attended 
school at lower rates (except in spring 

1991 at the elementary level) . 

o LEP students' discipline rates were lower 
than the percentages of students disci- 
plined districtwide at the elementary 
level, but were higher at the secondary 
level (except in spring 1991 at the high 
school level) . 

o Higher percentages of LEP students were 
recommended for retention in the next 
school year than were AISD students dis- 
trictwide. 

o Compared with the dropout rates for sec- 
ondary students districtwwide, lower per- 
centages of LEP students dropped out 
through the fifth six weeks of 1990-91. 
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GENESYS PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 



PROGRAM NAME: Bi I ingual/ESL Programs 
EVALUATION CONTACT: David Wilkinson 
PROGRAM CONTACT: Nilda Garcia 

>V FUNDING (LOCAL, STATE OR FEDERAL): Local 
BUDGET ALLOCATION: $891Jl8 

NUMBER OF CAMPUSES WITH PROGRAM: All elementary and secondary 
school s 

* NUMBER OF STAFF: 8.5 central staff and regular campus staff 



^ ELIGIBILITY/STUDENTS SERVED: Students identified as limited- 
English-proficient (LEP) and are presently being served 
by a bilingually or ESL-endorsed teacher. 



^< GRADES SERVED: Pre-K through 12 (6th graders are served at both 

the elementary and secondary levels). 
* SOURCE OF FILE: LANG computer file as of January, 1991 



SUBJECT AREAS TAUGHT: Bilingual instruction in major content areas 
for Hispanic and Vietnamese students; ESL instruction 
in language arts for all language groups; Language Arts 
Mastery Process (LAMP) at elementary campuses; modified 
insruction to meet individual student needs; and services 
through special education. 



^< PROGRAM FOCUS/GOALS/METHODS: Goal is to improve the instructional 
program for LEP students through quality instructional 
materials, supervision, and inservice training of 
teachers • 
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GENESYS 

OENaric Evaluation SYS tern 


AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT PTrAiiiATrnM 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION ci^AiMADV 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION bUMMARY 


PROGRAM/GROUP: served lep students. 


1990-91, GRAOES K-6 PRINT DATE: 07/30/91 


. ^ DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS , ' 1 




Qracto PK 


K 1 


23450789 10 11 


12 TOTAL 




Students: 623 


670 754 687 537 426 372 65 


4143 




%mn 


ethnicity Low Ovarago Special 


Qlftod/ 




MaU fmm}m 


Black Hispanic Other XncoM LEP For Qrad« Education 


Talontod 




2139 1995 


24 3742 


368 3775 4106 874 453 


59 


% 


52 48 


1 91 


9 91 99 21 11 


1 


PROGRESS INDICATORS 




Att«ndanM 


DlMipllnsd 


Credits # F's # No Qradss 


QPA 




Fall Spring 


Fall Spring 


Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring 


Fan Spring 


90-91 


# 3999 4141 


6 8 


# 






% 96.4 95.8 


0.1 0.2 


AVQ 




89-90 


^ 2365 2434 


2 4 








% 96.3 96.3 


0.0 0.1 


AVQ 






DROPOUTS 


N/A 


RETAZNEES 




5th 


6 WMks: 


October: 


End of Ysar: i.8 Boglnning of Yoar: 




1991 


1991 


SPRING, 1991 FALL. 1991 





^ PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990-91 DROPOUT RATES 

Obtainod 

NLNRbor of Prodlctsd Drooouts Obtained Orooouts as a % of 

Students # Rate # Rate Predicted 



Fall, 1990 



Spring, i99i 



Annual, 1991 



Definitions: 

The PREDZCTED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is the sum of the dropout ri sk protaabllltv f ^r each 
student in the group divided by the number of students in the group (N). 

The DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a student Is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
meinbershlp in one of 22 different risk eateoorles . (The risk categories are detailed In the current 
QENESYS report. ) 

The RISK FACTOR for a given risk eateoorv Is the percentage of students In that risk category who 
dropped out. Expressed as a rate, the risk factor Is a two decimal -pi ace numeral. For example, 
If 45.78% of the students In a particular risk category dropped out, the risk factor for a student 
in that category would be 48*79. 

The OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is the actual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic Is calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by ^100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: served lep students. 1990-91. -srades k-8 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 
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ERIC 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ELEMENTARY 
GRAHES K-6 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES K-6 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: 

Percent low income: 

Percent minor i ty: 

Percent female: 

Percent limited English prof i c lent (LEP) 
Percent overage for their grade: 
Percent special education students: 
Percent gifted/talented students: 




Major F i ndi ngs 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991 t Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) 
median Percent ! le scores of program students were compared to 
the 1980 national norms. 



Out of 12 comparisons, program 
students' scores were... 

Readi ng Mathematics 
Above the national norm in 0 0 

At the national norm in 
Below the national norm in 



ITBS scores from spring, 1991 » were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Repo^ . on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 

Out of 18 comparisons, program 
students' scores. 



Reading Mathematics Language Work Study 
Exceeded predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 
Achieved predicted levels in 3 2 2 
Were below predicted levels in 1 0 0 0 
Were too few for analysis in 1 1 2 2 

TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics j 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAaS at grades 3 and 5 were: 

Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in 0 0 0 0 
The same in 0 0 0 0 
Lower in 2 2 2 2 



Compared witn the percentage of all AISD elementary students mastering all tests: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was ... 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Lower 57% 37% 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Lower 3% 3% 

Compared with the percentage of elementary students statewide mastering 
all three tests with academic recognition: 

The program State Program 
rate was ... 
Lower 3% 3% 

■1 



45 



90.39 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 

OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 
GEN«ric EvalLMtion SYS tarn 

PROGRAM/GROUP: served lep students. 1990-91. grades 6-8 



GENESYS 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: O8/01/91 
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DEMOGRAPHIC INDICAfORS 


V 
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8 6 7 
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10 11 
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# Students: 
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Disciplined 


Credl ts # 
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end Of Year: 
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PRCDIGTeO and OBTAINCO 1990-91 OMPOUT 


RATeS 
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Number of 


Predicted Drooouts Obtal 


ned Drooouts 


as a % of 








Students 




Rate # 


Rate 


Predicted 





Fall, 1990 



406 



12 



2.9 



1.0 



33.7 



Spring, 1991 



Annual . 1991 



Definitions: 

The PReozCTeD DROPOUT RATe for a prograe/group is the sum of the drooout risk probability for each 
student In the group divided by the nuinber of students in the group (N). 

The DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a student is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
membership in one of 22 different risk categories , (The risk categories are detailed In the current 
oeNeSYS report. ) 

The RISK FACTOR for a given risk category Is the percentage of students In that risk category who 
dropped out, Expressed as a rate, the risk factor is a two decimal-place numeral. For example, 
If 45.75% of the students in » particular risk category dropped out, the risk factor for a student 
in that category would be 45.75. 

The OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is the actual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic Is calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: served lep students, 1990-91. grades 6-a 



ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

MIDDLE SCHOOL/JUNIOR HIGH 
GRADES 6-8 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91 t GRADES 6-8 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: 621 

Percent low income: 3k 

Percent mi nor i ty : s2 

Percent female; h5 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) : 100 

Percent overage for their grade: 60 

Percent special education students: 16 

Percent gifted/talented students: 3 

Major Findings 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 199U Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) 

medi an percent i 1 e scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 

Out of 6 comparisons, program 
students' scores were... 

Read i ng Mathemat i cs 

Above the national norm in 0 0 

At the national norm in 0 0 

Below the national norm in 3 3 

ITBS scores from spring, 1991 » were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 

Out of 12 comparisons, program 
students ^ scores • • • 

Reading Mathematics Language Work Study 

Exceeded predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Achieved predicted levels in 3 3 3 2 

Were below predicted levels in 0 0 0 1 

Were too few for analysis in 0 0 0 0 



TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAAS at grade 7 were: 

Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 



Higher in 
The same in 

Lower in x x x x 

Compared with the percentage of all AISD middle/junior high school students 
master i ng all tests: 

The program AISD Program 

rate was ... 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Lower kk% k% 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Lower 2% 0% 

Compared with the percentage of middle/junior high schopl students state- 
wide mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program State Program 
rate was ... 
Lower 2% 0% 

ErJc ^9 r, :) 



.39 



ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for middle school/junior 
high distr ictwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to*** 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was* * * 

Lower 

Lower 



Also Program 



)1**8| 



1990-91 program attendance was, 

Fall: Lower 
Spr i ng: Lower 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved in discipline 
incidents at the middle school/junior high level d i str i ctwi de: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 199I 

Compared to*** 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was * * * 

H i gher 

Hi gher 



A I SO Program 



'^1 
1*6% 



7*2% 
§.5% 



1990-9' program discipline was*** 

Fall: Hi gher 
Spr i ng: Hi gher 



GRADES: Compared with the GPA*s for all AISD middle school/junior 
high students: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to*** 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was * * * 

Lower 

Lower 



A I SO Program 



12*0 
13.3 



1990-91 program CPA was*** 

Fal 1 : Higher 
Spr i ng: Hi gher 



RETAINEES/DROPOUTS: Comparing the percentage of program students 
recommended in spring, 1991» for retention the following year with 
all AISD middle school/junior high students: 



The program 
rate was * * * 
H i gher 



A I SD Program 
3*7% '^.S* 



Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for middle school/junior high students 
for 1990-91 : 



The program 
rate was • • * 
Lower 



A I SD Program 
3.i*% 2*9% 

Compared with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out: 

Predicted Obtai ned 
2*9% 1.0% 

As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 



The obtained 
rate was * * * 
Lower 



The program rate was*** 
Less than 100% 



Meani ng that * * * 

The program did better 

than ant i c i pated 
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GENESYS 

GENcnc Evaluation SYS tarn 
PROGRAM/GROUP: SERVED LEP STUDENTS. id90-91. GRADES 9-12 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: 07/30/91 



DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS 
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Fall 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 




Fall Spring 


Fall Spring Fall 


Spring Fall 


Spring 


90-91 


# 


583 


628 


37 


21 




520 595 


580 595 580 


595 575 


585 




% 


92.2 


88.8 


5.9 


3.3 


AVQ 


2.2 1.9 


1.14 1.29 0.25 


0.69 77.6 


76. 1 


89-90 


0 


432 


452 


30 


31 




317 329 


317 329 317 


329 315 


328 




% 


93.3 


91.3 


4.8 


4.9 


AVQ 


2.4 2.3 


0.99 1.11 0. 18 


0.26 78.5 


77.9 








DROPOUTS 










RETAXNEES 






6th 


6 


WMkS: 


5.4 


OctolMr ! 




End 


of Year: 36.7 Beginning of Year: 






1991 




1991 




SPRING. 1991 FALL. 1991 
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Students 
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6?'" 




46 




7.3 


2 0.3 


4.4 





Spring. i99i 



Annual, i99i 



Definitions: 

The PREOXCTEO OROPOUT RATE for a program/ group is the sum of the drooout risk probability for each 
studei t In the group divided by the number of students in the group (N). 

The OROPOUT RXSK PR08ABXLXTY for a student is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
membership in one of 22 different risk categories . (The risk categories are detailed In the current 
QENESYS report. ) 

The RXSK FACTOR for a given t \%k category is the percentage of students In that risk category who 
dropped out. Expressed as a rate, the risk factor is a two decimal -place numeral. For example. 
If 45.78% of the students in a particular risk category dropped out. the risk factor for a student 
in that category would be 48. 7S. 

The OBTAXNED OROPOUT RATE for a program/group is the actual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAXNEO AS A % OF PREOXCTEO Statistic Is calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91 GRADES 9-12 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 
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' . ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS _ 
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READING 








Proficiency 




Number of Students 163 


1 1 




R0P6 


= Report On Program 




Mastery Level 26 


73 






Effectiveness 




Academic Recognition 0 


0 


♦ 

i 


« Number 


of Students is 


MATHEMATICS 








Too Small for Analysis 


Number of Students i65 


10 






» Positive 


impact 




Mastery Level a 


ao 






> Negative 


tmpact 




Academic Recognition 0 


0 




0 


< No Impact 




PASSING ALL 






; TAAS 


« Texas Assessment 


of 


TESTS TAKEN 








Academic Skills 




Number of Students i69 


1 1 




1 








Mastery Level 3 


73 












Academic Recognition 0 


0 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SENIOR HIGH 
GRADES 9-12 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91. GRADES 9-12 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS; 

Number of students in this group: 

Percent low income: 

Percent minor i ty: 

Percent female: 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) : 
Percent overage for their grade: 
Percent special education students: 
Percent gifted/talented students: 



Major F i ndi ngs 

TAP ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991. Tests of Achievement and Proficiency (TAP) 
med i an percent i I e scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 



Out of 8 comparisons, program 
students' scores were... 

Above the national norm in 
At the national norm in 
Below the national norm in 



Read i ng Mathemat i cs 
0 0 



2 



TAP scores from spring, 1991. were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 



Out of 16 comparisons, program 
students ' scores. . . 

Exceeded predicted levels in 
Achieved predicted levels in 
Were below predicted levels in 
Were too few for analysis in 



Read i ng 
0 
0 
0 
k 



Mathemat i cs 
0 
0 



Language 
0 
0 



Work Study 
0 
0 
0 

k 



TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAAS at grades 9 and 11 (first-time test takers) were: 



Higher in 
The same in 
Lower i n 



Read i ng 
0 
0 
2 



Mathemat i cs 
0 
0 
2 



Wr i t i ng 
0 
0 
2 



Al 1 Tests Taken 
0 
0 
2 



Compared with the percentage of all AISD senior high students mastering all tests: 

AISD Program 



Academic Mastery (all tests taken) 
Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) 



The program 
rate was . . . 
Lower 
Lower 



51% 
2% 



7| 
0% 



Compared with the percentage of senior high school students statewide 
mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program State Program 
rate was ... 
Lower 2% 0? 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for senior high 
di str ictwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to* • • 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was * * * 

Lower 

Lower 



A I SO Program 



1990-91 program attendance was... 

Fall: Lower 
Spring: Lower 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved in 
discipline incidents at the senior high level di str ictwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to... 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was . . . 

Higher 

Lower 



A I SD Program 



3.3% 



1990-91 program discipline was... 

Fal 1 : Higher 
Spr i ng : Lower 



GRADES: Compared with the CPA's for al 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to... 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was . . . 

Lower 

Lower 



AISD senior high students: 
A I SD Program 



80. 

79.1 



.6 

1 



1990-91 program CPA was... 



Fal 1: 
Spr i ng: 



Lower 
Lower 



RETA I NEES/DROPOUTS: Comparing the percentage of program students 
recommended in spring, 1991 » for retention the following year with 
all AISD senior high students: 



The program 
rate was . . . 
Higher 



AISD 
20.8% 



Program 
36.7% 



Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for senior high students 
for I99O-9I: 



The program 
rate was . . . 
Lower 



Al SD Program 
9.7% 5.^% 

Compared with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out 

Predicted Obta i ned 
7.3% 0.3% 

As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 



The obta i ned 
rate was . . . 
Lower 



The program rate was... 
Less than 100% 



Meaning that... 

The program did better 

than anticipated 
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TEACH AND REACH 



i 
I 



Teach and Reach provides supplementary reading 
and mathematics instruction for low-achieving 
Black students at six AISD elementary schools. 

o Although their scores were lower than pre- 
dicted, Teach and Reach students generally 
made predicted gains on the ITBS between 
spring, 1990 and spring, 1991 for both 
reading and math, indicating no impact by 
the program on achievement. 

o Students in grade 2 served in reading made 
gains in reading significantly below the 
level predicted. Math-served students in 
grade 5 made gains in mathematics signifi- 
cantly below the prediction. These out- 
comes indicate a negative impact of the 
program on the students served. 

o Lower percentages of program students mas- 
tered the TAAS tests than did elementary 
students districtwide. 

o Attendance rates for Teach and Reach stu- 
dents were higher than the District's 
overall rate in both the fall and the 
spring for both reading- and math-served 
students . 

o Discipline rates for program students were 
higher than the discipline rates of ele- 
mentary students districtwide; retention 
rates of program students, however, were 
lower. 
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GENESYS PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 



PROGRAM NAME: Teach and Reach 

EVALUATION CONTACT: Wanda Washington, David Wilkinson 
PROGRAM CONTACT: Sandra Bell 



»•< FUNDING (LOCAL, STATE OR FEDERAL): Local 
ft BUDGET ALLOCATION: $256,30? 

>•< NUMBER OF CAMPUSES WITH PROGRAM: 6 schoo I s--Andrews , 
Blackshear, Harris* Oak Springs, Norman, and Winn 
ft NUMBER OF STAFF: 1 Supervising Teacher 

fa Regular Teachers 
1 Full-time Secretary 
1 Half-time Parent Advisor 
>'< ELIGIBILITY/STUDENTS SERVED: Black students who score 
below the 50th percentile in reading or mathematics 
on the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (TTBS)--751 students 
served (undupl i cated count) 



»it GRADES SERVED: K-5 

ft SOURCE OF FILE: Black students in program, as of december, 1991 
based on rosters from program staff 



ft SUBJECT AREAS TAUGHT: reading and mathematics 



ft PROGRAM FOCUS/GOALS/METHODS: Small group and individual 
supplemental help in pullout setting 
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GENESYS 

GEN«ric Evaluation SYS tern 
PROGRAM/GROUP: teach ano reach 



Grad« PK K 
K Studants: 2 20 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



EVALUATION 
yUMMARY 



READING SERVED, 1990-91 



DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS 



1 2 3 4 8 6 

3 98 126 203 199 1 



PRINT DATE: 07/30/91 



10 



11 



12 



TOTAL 

678 



Sax 

Mala Famala 

312 341 



Ethnicity 
Black Hiapanic Othar 



515 



109 



29 



Low 

Zncoma 

519 



LEP 

1 1 



Ovaraga 
For Qrada 

142 



Spaelal 

Education 

47 



01 f tad/ 
Talantad 

86 



% 




48 


S2 


79 


17 


4 79 2 


22 


7 


13 


PROGRESS INDICATORS 






Attandanca 


Olsclpllnad 


Cradlts # 


F'a # NO 


Qradaa 


QPA 






Fan 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


Fall Spring Fall 


Spring Fall 


Spring 


Fall Spring 


90-91 




649 


629 


5 


6 


# 












96.8 


95.9 


0.7 


0.9 


AVQ 








89-90 


# 


604 


608 


0 


4 












% 


96.6 


95.8 


0.0 


0.6 


AVQ 














OROPOUTS 


N/A 






RETAXNEES 







5th 0 Waaks: 

1991 



Qctobar: 

1991 



End of Yaar: o. 3 

SPRING. 1991 



Baglnning of Yaar: 

FALL. 1991 



PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990-91 



Nuflnbar of 
Studants 



Pradlctad Oropogts 
# Rata 



DROPOUT RATES 

Obtalnad Drcoouta 
# Rata 



Obtalnad 
as a % of 
Pradlctad 



Fall, 1990 



Spring. i99i 



Annual, i99i 



Oaf Inltlons: 

Tha PREDICTED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is tha sum of tha drooout risk probability for aach 
studant in tha group divldad by tha nuRibar of studants in tha group (N). 

Tha DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a studant is basad on tha risk factor assoclatad with tha studant's 
mainbarshlp in ona of 22 diffarant risk cataoorlas . (Tha risk catagorlas ara datallad in tha currant 
GENESYS raport . ) 

Tha RISK FACTOR for a givan risk cataoorv is tha parcantaga of studants in that risk eatagory who 
droppad out. Exprassad as a rata, tha risk factor Is a two daclmal *p1aca numaral . For axampla. 
If 46.78% of tha studants In a particular risk eatagory droppad out, tha risk factor for a studant 
in that eatagory would ba 48.75. 

Tha OBTAINED DROPOUT RATC for a program/group Is tha actual parcantaga of studants who droppad out. 

Tha OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic Is calculatad by dividing tha pradlctad rata by tha 
obtalnad rata and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP; teach and reach, beading served. i990-9i EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



V ■ g ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 




XTBS/TAP 
1 2 


MCDIAN PERCENTILES. 

3 4 8 6 7 8 


9 10 11 12 


RMdIng Compmh^ns 1 on 


44 


28 


31 


25 27 




NuntNir of Studonts 


2 


86 


1 19 


189 188 




Mathomatlct Total 


37 


36 


35 


31 28 




li'jinb«r of Students 


2 


87 


119 


191 187 




CMpos1t« 


54 


37 


35 


32 29 




Huwtmr of Studartts 


2 


86 


1 14 


185 187 






ROPC, SPRING 1990 TO SPRING 199 1 MCAN GRAOC 


EQUIVALENT 


Gradtt 


2 


3 


4 


8 6 7 8 9 


10 11 12 


RCAOXNQ COMPRCHCNSION 












NuntMr of Studants 


65 


100 


150 


167 




1990 Qrada Cqulvalant 


1 . 5 


2.4 


3 . 2 


3.9 




1991 Qrada Cqulvalant 


2.3 


3. 1 


3.9 


4.8 




Qain 


0.7 


0.7 


0.7 


0.9 




Ovar/Undar Pradlctad 


- . 2 


- . 1 


- . 1 


- . 1 




Program Cf factlvanaaa 




0 


0 


0 




Ranga for 0 (+/-) 


0.2 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 




MATHCMATZCS 












Numbar of Studanta 


65 


96 


1 44 


164 




1990 Qrada Cqulvalant 


1 . 7 


2.8 


3. 4 


4.2 




1991 Qr&da Cqulvalant 


2 . 8 


3.3 


4 . 3 


5. 1 




Qain 


1 .0 


0.6 


0.9 


0.9 




Ovar/Undar Pradlctad 


- . 1 


- . 1 


0. 


- . 1 




Program Cf factlvanaaa 


0 


0 


0 






Ranga for 0 (♦/-) 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 




Language 












Numbar of Studanta 




2 


147 


164 




1990 Qrada Cqulvalant 




3.3 


4.0 


4.6 




1991 Qrada Cqulvalant 




4.3 


4.8 


5.5 




Gain 




1 . 1 


0.8 


0.9 




Ovar/Undar Pradlctad 




- . 1 


0. 1 


- . 1 




Program Cf factlvanaaa 




m 


0 


0 




Ranga for 0 (-»■/-) 




0.0 


0. 1 


0. 1 




WORK STUDY 












Numbar of Studanta 




2 


145 


162 




1990 Qrada Cqulvalant 




2.4 


3.2 


4. 1 




1991 Qrada Cqulvalant 




3.5 


4.2 


4.9 




Qain 




1 . 1 


1 .0 


0.8 




Ovar/Undar Pradlctad 




-.3 


0. 1 


- . 1 




Program Cf factlvanaaa 




« 


0 


0 




Ranga for 0 (♦/-) 




0.0 


0. 1 


0. 1 




ikkS PERCENT 
Qrada 3 


UACTPDTMA 

S 7 9 11 


KEY 


WRZTZNQ 












Numbar of Studanta 




121 


191 






Maatary Laval 




52 


68 




rTBS * IOWA Tests Of 8«<ic Skills 


Aeadamic Racognltlon 




0 


2 




TAP « Tttts of Achi«v«m«nt and 


RCADXNQ 










Prof icitncy 


Numbar of Studanta 




1 19 


193 




HOPE « R«port On Program 


Maatary Laval 




74 


52 




Eff«ctiv«n«ss 


Aeadamic Racognltlon 




30 


16 




* « Numbar of Studanti is 


MATHCMATXCS 










Too Small for Analysis 


Numbar of Studanta 




121 


191 




* Positiva Impact 


Maatary Laval 




74 


34 




• > Nagativa impact 


Aeadamic Racognltlon 




17 


4 




0 ■ No Impact 


PASSING ALL 










TAAS * Taxas Assaiimant of 


TCSTS TAKCN 










Aeadamic Skills 


Numbar of Studanta 




122 


193 






Maatary Laval 




43 


26 






Aeadamic Racognltlon 




0 


0 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ELEMENTARY 
GRADES K-6 

TEACH AND REACH, READING SERVED, 1990-91 



GROUP characteristic: : 

Number of students in this group: 
Percent low Income: 
Percent ml nor I ty: 
Percent female: 

Percent limited English prof I c lent (LEP) 
Percent overage for their grade: 
Percent special education students: 
Percent gifted/talented students: 



678 

r 



52 
2 
22 

I? 



Major F i nd i ngs 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991 t Iowa Tests of Basic Skill 
median gercenti le scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 



(ITBS) 



Out of 10 
students ' 



compar 1 sons , program 
scores were . . . 



Above the national norm in 
At the national norm in 
Below the national norm in 



Reading 
0 
0 

5 



Mathematics 
0 
0 
5 



ITBS scores from spring, 1991 » were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 



Out of \U 
students * 



compar I sons, 
scores • . . 



program 



Exceeded predicted levels in 
Achieved predicted levels in 
Were below predicted levels in 
Were too few for analysis in 



Read! ng 
0 



Mathematics 
0 

0 



Language 
0 
2 

0 
1 



Work 



Study 

0 

2 

0 

1 



TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAaS at grades 3 and 5 were: 



Higher in 
The same in 
Lower In 



Read! ng 
0 
0 
2 



Mathemat i cs 
0 
0 
2 



Wr i t i ng 
0 
0 
2 



Al 1 



Tests 
0 
0 
2 



Taken 



Compared with the percentage of al 



Academic Mastery (all tests taken 
Academic Recognition (all 3 tests 



AISD elementary students mastering al 

AISD Program 



The program 
rate was . . . 

Lower 

Lower 



57| 
3% 



Compared with the percentage of elementary students statewide mastering 
all three tests with academic recognition: 



The program State Program 
rate was* . . 
Lower 1% 0% 



tests 



G3 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for elementary students 
distr ictwide: 

The program AISD Program 

rate was. . . ^ ^ ^ 

Fal 1 1 1990 Higher 96.7% 96.8% 

Spring. 1991 Higher 95-S% 95-9% 

Compared to... 1990-91 program attendance was... 

Program students Fall: Higher 

in 1989-90 Spring: Higher 

DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved 
in discipline incidents at the elementary level d i str i ctwi de: 

The program AISD Program 
rate wa s • 

Fal 1 . 1990 Higher * 0.2% 0.7% 

Spring, 1991 Higher 0.3% 0.9% 

Compared to... 1990-91 program discipline was... 

Program students Fall: Higher 

in 1989-90 Spring: Higher 

RETAINEES: Comparing the percentage of program students recommended in 
spring, 1991 • for retention the following year with all AISD elementary 
students : 

The program AISD Program 

rate was . . . 
Lower 0.7% 0.3% 
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GENESYS 

GENeric Evaluation SYS tern 


AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION ^^wh 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION SLMMARY 


PROGRAM/GROUP: teach and reach, math 


SERVED. 1990-91 PRINT DATE: or/30/91 


DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS . 




Qrada PK 


K 1 


23456789 10 11 


12 TOTAL 




Students: 2 


1 1 36 210 126 230 1 


636 




Sttx 


Ethnicity Low Ovaraga Spocial 


Qlf tod/ 




Mala Fmalt 


Black Hispanic Othar XneoiM LEP For Qradc Education 


Talontod 




304 304 


477 94 


37 462 12 135 4S 


68 




50 50 


78 15 


6 76 2 22 8 


1 1 


PROGRESS INDICATORS / 

. ■ ■ . . / 




AttaiKlanM 


DIsClpHnMl 


CrMllts ^ F's ^ No QridM 


QPA 




Fall Spring 


Fall Spring 


Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Sfirlng 


Fall Spring 


90-91 


# 602 589 


1 5 


# 






% 97.1 95.9 


0.2 0.8 


AVQ 




89-90 


# 559 569 


0 2 








% 96.8 96.1 


0.0 0.3 


AVQ 






DROPOUTS 


N/A 


RETAXNEES 




5th 


6 WMks: 


Dctobar: 


End of Yoar: 0.3 Beginning of Y«ar: 




1991 


1991 


SPRING, 1991 FALL. 1991 





PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990-9 1 DROPOUT RATES 



Obtalntd 

Numbor of Prodlctod Dropouts Obtalnod Dropouts as a % of 

Studonts # Rato # Rato Prodlctod 

Fall. 1990 



Spring, 1991 
Annual . 199 1 



Oof Init Ions : 

Tho PREDICTED DROPOUT RATE for a program/ group is tho sum of tho drooout rfsk probability tor oach 
studont In th« group divldod by tho numbor of studonts In th« group (N). 

Tho DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a studont Is basod on tho risk factor assoi:1atod with tho studont's 
moflibcrshlp in ono of 22 difforont risk catoaorlos . (Tho risk c»togorlos aro dotallod in tho curront 
QENESYS roport. ) 

Tho RISK FACTOR for a givon risk catooorv Is tho porcontago of studonts in that risk catogory who 
droppod out. Exprossod as a rato, tho risk factor is a two docimal-placo numoral . For oxamplo, 
if 45.75% of tho studonts in a particular risk catogory droppod out. tho risk factor for a studont 
in that catogory would bo 45.75. 

Tho OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group is tho actual porcontago of studonts who droppod out. 

Tho OBTAINED AS A % OF Pn£DICTED statistic is calculatod by dividing tho prodictod rato by tho 
obtainod rato and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: teach and reach, math served. i990-9i 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 


UrILillLO I O QracM 


ITBS/TAP 
1 2 


MEDIAN PERCENTILES. 

3 4 S 6 


7 


8 


9 10 11 12 


RMding Co«fipr«h«ns1on 


29 


32 


25 27 








Hantomr of Students 


30 


195 


117 216 








Math«mat1ci Total 


39 


35 


25 27 








Number of Students 


31 


196 


119 215 








Composite 


39 


37 


31 26 








NumMr of Students 


30 


190 


115 215 










ROPE. SPRING ^330 TO SPRING l^^l 


MEAN 


GRADE 


EQUIVALENT 


Qrad« 


2 3 


4 


3 8 7 


8 


9 


10 11 12 


RCADXNQ COMPRCHENSZON 














Himbmr of Students 


23 152 


96 


180 








1990 Qrad« Equivalent 


1.6 2.4 


3. 1 


3.9 








1991 Qrad« Equivalent 


2.3 3.3 


3.9 


4.7 








Gain 


0.7 0.9 


0.7 


0.8 








Over/Under Predicted 


- .2 0.1 


0.0 


- . 1 








Program Effectiveness 


0 


0 


- 








Range for 0 (♦/-) 


0.3 0.1 


0.2 


0. 1 








MATHEMATICS 














Number of Students 


24 148 


90 


176 








1990 Grade Equivalent 


1.8 2.8 


3.3 


4.2 








1991 Qr&de Equivalent 


2.9 3.5 


4.2 


5. 1 








Gain 


1.0 0.7 


0.9 


0.8 








Over/Under Predicted 


- . 1 0.0 


0.0 


-.2 








Program Effectiveness 


0 


0 


- 








Range for 0 (♦/-) 


0.2 0.1 


0. 1 


0. 1 








LANGUAGE 














Number of Students 


2 


94 


175 








1990 Grade Equivalent 


3.3 


4.0 


4.6 








1991 Grade Equivalent 


4.3 


4.3 


5.4 








Gain 


1 . 1 


0.0 


0.8 








Over /Under Predicted 


- . 1 


0. 1 


- .2 








Program Effectiveness 


«i 


0 










Range for 0 (♦/-) 


0.0 


0. 1 


0. 1 








WORK STUDY 














Number of Students 


2 


92 


176 








1990 Grade Equivalent 


2.4 


3. 1 


4 . 1 








1991 Grade Equivalent 


3.5 


4.2 


4.8 








Gain 


1 . 1 


1 .0 


0.8 








Over/Under Predicted 


-.3 


0. 1 


- . 1 








Program Effectiveness 


m 


0 










Range for 0 (♦/-) 


0.0 


0. 1 


0. 1 
















KEY 


Grade 3 


S 


7 9 


1 1 




WRITING 














Number of Students 


197 


217 










Mastery Level 


55 


61 








ITBS * Iowa T«sts of 6aiic SkiHs 


Academic Recognition 


2 


1 








TAP • Tvsts of Ach<<v«mtnt and 


REAOINQ 












Pfofici«ncv 


Number of Students 


197 


221 








ROPE * Atport On Program 


Mastery Level 


70 


46 








£ff«ct< v«n«ss 


Academic Recognition 


32 


13 








• ' Numbvr of Siudvnts is 


MATHEMATICS 












Too Small for Analysis 


Number of Students 


197 


2 19 








J Positiva impact 


Mastery Level 


75 


29 








* ' Ntgativt impact 


Academic Recognition 


23 


4 








0 - No impact 


PASSING ALL 












TAAS ' Taxat Ass«ssm«nt of 


TESTS TAKEN 












Acadtmic Skills 


Number of Students 


199 


222 










Mastery Level 


45 


22 










Academic Recognition 


2 


0 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ELEMENTARY 
GRADES K-6 

TEACH AND REACH, MATH SERVED, 1990-91 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 
Number of students in this group: 
Percent low income: 

Percent minor i ty: 3k 

Percent female: 50 

Percent limited English prof ici ent (LEP) : 2 

Percent overage for their grade: 22 

Percent special education students: 8 

Percent gifted/talented students: ]] 



Major Findings 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 199U Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) 
median percentile scor&s of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 

Out of 8 comparisons, program 
students' scores were... 

Reading Mathematics 
Above the national norm in 0 0 

At the national norm in GO 
Below the national norm in k k 

ITBS scores from spring, 1991 » were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure* 

Out of \k comparisons, program 
students ' scores • • • 

Reading Mathematics Language Work Study 

Exceeded predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Achieved predicted levels in 2 2 II 

Were below predicted levels in 1 1 1 1 

Were too few for analysis in 1 I 1 1 



TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISO averages in mathematics, 
read i ng, and wr i t i 
the TAAS at grades 



reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
AS at grades 3 and 5 were: 



Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in 0 0 0 0 
The same in 0 0 0 0 
Lower in 2 2 2 2 



Compared with the percentage of all AISO elementary students mastering all tests: 

The program AISO Program 
rate was ... 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Lower 57| 33| 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Lower 1% 0% 



Compared with the percentage of elementary students statewide mastering 
all three tests with academic recognition: 

The program State Program 
rate was . . . 
Lower 3% 0% 

r o 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for elementary students 
distr ictwide: 



Fall. 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to*** 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was* * . 
Hi gher 



Al SO Program 



96*7% 97.1% 
Higher 95.5% 95.9% 

1990-91 program attendance was.*. 

Fal 1 : Hi gher 
Spr i ng: Lower 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved 
in discipline incidents at the elementary level d i s tr ! c twi de: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was * * * 

Lower 0*2| 0*2% 

Higher 0*3% 0*8% 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 



Compared to* * * 

Program students 
in 1909-90 



1990-91 program discipline was*** 

Fall: Hi gher 
Spr i ng: Hi gher 



RETAINEES: Comparing the percentage of program students recommended in 
spring, 1991* for retention the following year with all AISD elementary 
students: 



The program 
rate was • * . 
Lower 



AISD 
0*7% 



Program 
0*3% 



File name:GE@TCHM 
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\ SPECIAL EDUCATION j 



Special education works to ensure that all 
students with handicaps have a free and appro- 
priate public education to meet their unique 
needs . 

o The AISD special education students who 
were tested scored below national norms on 
the ITBS and TAP. (SEE "NOTES") 

o Tested students also scored below District 
averages on the TAAS. 

o Attendance rates for special education 
students were lower than the District's 
overall rates for elementary and secondary 
students; their involvement in discipline 
incidents was higher. 

o A higher percentage of special education 
students was recommended for retention the 
following year than the rate for students 
districtwide. 

o Compared to the sixth six weeks of 1990-91 
3.9% of middle/ junior high special educa- 
tion students and 14.2% of high school spe- 
cial education students dropped out, com- 
pared to 3.4% and 9.7% of AISD middle/ jun- 
ior high school and high school students, 
respectively. 

o Greater percentages of secondary special 
education students dropped out than pre- 
dicted, meaning that the program did worse 
than anticipated in keeping students in 
school . 
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NOTES : 

1. The student counts reported here reflect those special 
education students in grades pre~K through 12 who were 
active as of the end of the first six-weeks period, the 
District's "official" date for reporting many statistics 
to the Texas Education Agency. Counts are thus point- 
in-time, rather than cumulative, which means that fewer 
students are shown as served than are actually served 
over the course of the entire school year. Point-in- 
time counts, however, are a better reflection of the 
number of students served at any given time. Early 
Childhood (EC) students and infants served are not 
included in these counts. 

2. The standardized test informati on about special 
education students reported here should be treated with 
caution . While special education students are 
encouraged to take standardized tests whenever they can 
be validly tested, their participation is determined by 
their Admission, Review, and Dismissal (ARD) Committees. 
Not all special education students are tested, nor do 
all tested students take all tests. 

In addition, the test scores of special education 
students are excluded from median score computations 
according to the following conditions: 

o Grades 1-6 If served > 1 hour/day 

o Grades 7-12 If served > 3 hours /day 

Special education students were excluded from ROPE 
analyses. 
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GENESYS PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 



PROGRAM NAME: Special Education 

EVALUATION CONTACT: David Wilkinson 

PROGRAM CONTACT: Sandy Kern, Elementary 

Zoe Griffith, Secondary 

1< FUNDING (LOCAL, STATE OR FEDERAL): Local, State and Federal 

A BUDGET ALLOCATION: $13,053.657 

NUMBER OF CAMPUSES WITH PROGRAM: All, plus special facilities 

NUMBER OF STAFF: kkS teachers, 263.5 teacher assistants on regular 

campuses 



ELIGIBILITY/STUDENTS SERVED: Determined by Admission, Review, 
and Dismissal (ARD) Committees based on a comprehensive 
assessment, per law and State Board of Education rules. 



GRADES SERVED: EC-12 (Ages birth-22) 

)'< SOURCE OK FILE: Centrally maintained Special Education Management 
System (SEMS) file; active students as of the end of the first six 
weeks 



>v SUBJECT AREAS TAUGHT: All, or designated by the ARD's in students' 
individualized eduation plan (lEP'sJ. 



•f< PROGRAM FOCUS/GOALS/METHODS: Special education works to insure 
that all children with handicaps have a free, appropriate public 
education to meet their unique needs. Specially trained personnel 
provide special education and related services as specified in the 
lEP, to enable each student with handicaps to acquire knowledge 
and skills in the basic areas of learning commesurate with the 
student's needs and abilities. 
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GENESYS 

GENaric Evaluation SYS tern 
PROGRAH/GROUP: special education students 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



1990-91 , (3RADES PK-6 



PRINT DATE: O8/01/91 



DEMOGRAPHIC INQICATORS • 


Qracto 


PKK 1 234587 


8 9 


10 11 


12 TOTAL 


# Students: 


56 408 633 734 822 800 707 100 






4260 


Sax 


ethnicity Low 


Ovarage 


SpMlal 


Gif tad/ 


Ma1« Famala 


Black Hispanle OtNir Xneomi LEP 


For QracNi 


Education 


Ta1«nt«d 


# 2861 1399 


1053 1565 1642 2810 431 


1554 


4218 


96 


% 67 33 


25 37 39 66 10 


36 


99 


2 



PROGRESS INDICATORS 





Attandancs 


Diaclplinod 


Cr«d1ta # 


F'a # No Qradaa QPA 




Fall 


Spring 


Fall Spring 


Fall Spring Fall 


Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring 


90-91 ^ 


4258 


41 12 


36 31 






% 


95.8 


94.8 


0.8 0.7 


AVQ 




89-90 ^ 


3456 


3547 


20 31 






% 


95.4 


95.0 


0.5 0.7 


AVQ 








DROPOUTS 


N/A 




RETAINEES 


5tn 6 


Waaks: 




Octobar: 


End of Yaar: 


1.2 Baglnnlng of Yaar: 


1991 




1991 


SPRING. 199' 


FALL. 1991 






PRCOXCTEO and OBTAINED 1990-91 DROPOUT 


RATES 












Obtalnad 






Numbar of 


Pr«d1ctMd DroDcuts Obtal 


nad DroDouts as a % of 






Studants 


# 


Rata # 


Rata Pradlctad 



Fall . 1990 



Spring, i99i 



Annual . i99i 



Daf Inltlona: 

Tha PREDICTED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group 1$ tha sum of th<a drooout risk protaablHty for aach 
studant in th« group divldad by tfm numbar of studants in tha group (N). 

Tha DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a studant Is basad on tha risk factor assoclatad with tha studant 's 
mainb«rshlp in orm of 22 diffariint risk cataoorlas . (Th« risk catagorlaa ara datallad in tha currant 
GENESYS raport. ) 

Tha RISK FACTOR for a givan risk cataoorv is tha parcantaga of studants In that risk catagory who 
droppad out. Exprassad as a rata, tha risk factor is a two daclmal-placa numaral . For axainpla. 
If 48.78% of tha studants In a particular risk catagory droppad out. tha risk factor for a studant 
In that catagory would ba 48.78. 

Tha OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group is tha actual parcantaga of studants who dropped out. 

Tha OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic Is calculatad by dividing tha pr^lctad rata by tha 
obtained rata and multiplying by lOO. 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



kniEVEMENT IWQICATQRS 


GENESYS Oh.* 


XTBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES. 
1 2 3 4 9 6 


7 


8 9 10 11 12 




06 37 33 23 35 26 

^/ AW AW *W AW 






numovr or dxuaviixs 


^nn OBA OQO Oil Ofi 






Maxnwuix i cs iox«i 


Id ^1 

J9 aa a< <c] oi 






Numocr ot axucwnxs 


A 'a 1 'I mi OAC^ 0(« 

20 1 JiJ J*fO JvJ 






vompos 1 


1*5 0*7 01 3l 37 

o 1 Ja Al Al A/ 






rUHiKMr OT axucwnxi 


f\f\f\ O^Q O^Q IQO 

222 290 AOs i^a ^9 








ROPEt SPRINQ ^^^^ TO SPRING '^^i 


MEAN 


/<%f%AnV BAllTliAl BEIT 

QRAOE cQUIVALENT 


QraM 


2 3 4 S Q 7 


0 


9 \Q 11 1 « 










NMUMr Or 5XUQSnX8 








1 990 ursov cc|M 1 va ivnx 






• 


199 1 uraos cquivaisnx 








oai n 








uvar/uncMr rr#aicxM 








rrograM crrscxi vsnsss 








nan^v Tor w i*^ ^ 
















NUIMMir Of aXUQOnXS 








1990 uraos ci^ivaiwix 








1991 Qraflv ti^ivai*nx 








n*4 M 

ua 1 n 








» — — ^ ■ i 

uvar/uncwr rr#QicxaQ 








rro^i **" CTrwGXiWnvSB 








f%an^w TOP w V ^ 
















NLUMMr Or axuavfixs 








1 990 uiracM Bc^i va i «nx 








1991 uraoS B^jivaivnx 








A* 4 m 

uai n 








Hi fit /llrtri^rt B>«m^4#»^m«4 

uvar/unoar rraQicxaa 








rrograia cTrVGXiwnvaa 
























mutmr Of Stu<l«nta 








1990 Qracto Cqulvalant 








1991 Qradtt Equivalent 








Qain 








Ovar/Und«r Pracl1et«d 








Program Ef f •ctlvorMSs 








Slangs for 0 (^-Z-) 














Qrado 3 8 7 9 


11 


WRITtNQ 






i 
( 


NuntMir of Students 


292 218 






Mastary Laval 


27 49 




ITBS * lowi T«ft(s of Batic Skills 


Aeadamlc R«cogn1t1on 


1 0 




TAP ■ Tests of Achi«iv«ment and 


REAOZNQ 






ProfiCiancy 


NtMNlMir of Studants 


298 222 




nOPE > Raport On Program 


Maatary Laval 
Aeadamle Racognltlon 


48 34 

17 9 




£ffactivanass 
• < Numbar of Studanti is 


MATHEMATICS 






Too Small for Analysis 


Numbar of Studants 


3S6 262 




} *- ' Positiva Impact 


Maatary Laval 


64 23 




• * Nayativa impact 


Acadamic Racognltlon 


1 1 3 




0 < No Impact 


PASSING ALL 






TAAS * Taxat Assassmant of 


TESTS TAKEN 






Acadamic Skills 


NuniMr Of Studants 


365 271 






Maatary Laval 


29 17 






Aeadamle Racognltlon 


3 0 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ELEMENTARY 
GRADES PK-6 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990~91. GRADES PK-6 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: 

Percent low income: 

Percent mi nor i ty: 

Percent female; 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) 
Percent overage for their grade: 
Percent special education students: 
Percent gifted/talented students: 



1*260 
66 
61 

36 



Major F i nd i ngr 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) 
median Dercenti 1e scores of program students were compared to 
the 1980 national norms. 



Out of 12 
students ' 



compar 1 sons , 
scores were. 



program 



Above the national norm 
At the national norm in 
Below the national norm 



I n 



I n 



Read 1 ng 
0 
0 
6 



Mathematics 
0 
0 
6 



ITBS scores from spring, 1991. were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 



Out of 16 
students ' 



compar I sons , 
scores. . . 



program 



Exceeded predicted levels in 
Achieved predicted levels in 
Were below predicted levels in 
Were too few for analysis in 



Readi ng 
0 
0 
2 
3 



Mathematics 
0 
0 
2 
3 



Language 
0 
0 
0 
3 



Work 



Study 

0 

0 

0 

3 



TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
redding, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAAS at grades 3 and 5 were: 



Higher in 
The same in 
Lower in 



Read i ng 
0 
0 
2 



Mathemat i cs 
0 
0 
2 



Writing All Tests Taken 
0 0 
0 0 
2 2 



Compared with the percentage of a 



Academic Mastery (all tests taken 
Academic Recognition (all 3 tests 



AISD elementary students mastering a 

AISD Program 



The program 
rate was . . . 

Lower 

Lower 



2k% 
0% 



Compared with the percentage of elementary students statewide mastering 
all three tests with academic recognition: 

State Program 

}% 0% 



The program 
rate was . . . 
Lower 



tests 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates for elementary students 
di str ictwide: 



Fall. 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to. * • 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was • • * 

Lower 

Lower 



A I SD Program 

96.7% 95-5% 
95.5% 9^.8% 



1990-91 program attendance was... 

Fal 1 : Higher 
Spr i ng: Lower 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved 
in discipline incidents at the elementary level di str ictwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to. . . 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was • . . 

Hi gher 

H i gher 



A I SD Program 



0.2% 
0.3% 



0.8% 
0.7% 



1990-91 program discipline was... 

Fall: Higher 
Spring: The same 



RETAINEES: Comparing the percentage of program students recommended In 
spring, 1991i for retention the following year with all AISD elementary 
students : 



The program 
ra*-* was. . . 

Hich^.r 



AISD 
0.7% 



Program 
1 .2% 
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AUSTIN INOEPENOEVT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MA\AGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



GENESYS 

GENaric Evaluation SYS tern 
PROGRAM/GROUP: special education students. 1990-91, grades e-s 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: oa/01/91 



DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS _ 


Grade 


PK K 1 2 3 4 


S 6 7 


8 9 


10 11 


12 TOTAL 


# Students: 




516 550 


510 




1576 


Sex 


ethnicity 


Low 


Overage 


Special 


Gifted/ 


Male Female 


Black Hispanic Other 


Xncome LCP 


For Grade 


Education 


Talented 


# 1067 509 


471 497 608 


942 91 


942 


1542 


54 


% 68 32 


30 32 39 


60 6 


60 


98 


3 



PROGRESS INDICATORS 







Attendance 


Disciplined 


credits 


0 


F'S 0 NO 


Grades 


GPA 






Fall 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


Fall Spring 


Fall 


Spring Fall 


Spring Fall 


Spring 


90-91 


# 


1576 


1485 


i5r 


193 




1383 


1304 


1401 


1314 




% 


91 . 4 


90.0 


9.ii 


12.2 


AVQ 


0.72 


0.67 


80. 9 


81.3 


89-90 


0 


1430 


1463 


139 


130 




879 


814 


883 


841 




% 


93.8 


91.9 


8.8 


8.2 


AVQ 

t 


0.84 


0.73 


79.8 


80.5 








DROPOUTS 










RETAXNEES 






6th 


a 


WW 


3.9 , 


October: 


End 


Of Year: 


2.6 Beginning of Yeiir: 






1991 




1991 


SPRING. 1991 


FALL 


. 1991 










PRCOXCTEO 


and OBTAXNEO 1 990-91 


OROPOUT 


RATES 
























Obtained 










NuniMr of 




Predicted OroDOUts 


gbtal 


ned OroDOUts 


as a % Of 










Students 






Rate 


0 


Rate 


Predicted 




Fall. 


1990 


1060 




24 


2.3 


33 


3.1 


136.3 





Spring, 1991 



Annual, i99i 



Definitions: 

The PREOXCTEO OROPOUT RATE for a program/ group is the sum of the drooout risk orobabllltv for each 
student in the group divided by the number of students in the group (N). 

The OROPOUT RISK PR08ABXLXTY for a Student Is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
membership In one of 22 different risk cateoorles . (The risk categories are detailed In the current 
GENESYS ruport. ) 

The nXSK FACTOR for a given risk category is the percentage of students In that risk category who 
dropped out. Expressed as a rate, the riak factor is a two declmal^plaee numeral. P<^r exainple, 
If 45.78% of the students in a particular risk category dropped out, the risk factor for a student 
in that category would be 48.78. 

The OBTAINED OROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is the Victual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic ls calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by 100. 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 2 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: special education students. 1990-91. graoes 6-a 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



• 


ACHIEVEMENT INniCATORS 








1 


GENESYS Qr.d. 


ITBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES, 
1 2 3 4 8 a 


7 


8 


9 


10 11 12 


Ruding Coinprtthvns 1 on 


16 


IS 


17 








2n 1 


233 


233 








1 4 


\ \ 


1 4 








3 1 4 


^ H w 


30 Q 








1 3 


1 y 


1 6 








1 AQ 




3 1 d 








ROPE, SPRING ^^^^ TO SPRING ^^^^ 


MEAN 


GRADE 


EQUIVALENT 


Qracto 


1 ^ ^ ■ A ^ 

2 9 # 9 S / 




a 
a 


10 


11 1 ^ 


RCAOXNQ COMPRCHCNSION 




































199 1 VnaUV b%fM 1 ▼ • 1 Wf 1 % 












1 n 




































RjtnoA for 0 




























































(Sain 




































RrncM for 0 f • ) 












LANQUAGC 












t\k af StLMtentS 












1 VlPaav 1 1 WTI « 












199 1 VnaUV b%fM 1 ▼ • 1 Wf 1 % 
















































RancM for 0 












WORK STUDY 












NuffUMr of Students 












1990 Qrads Cqulvalont 












1991 Qrad« Equivalent 












Qaln 












Ovor/Undcr Pr«d1ctod 












Program Ef f octlvanttss 












Rafigci for 0 (♦/-) 












TAAS PERCENT MASTERING 






KEY 


Qraeto 


3 S 7 9 






WRITING 












Huabmr of Students 


229 










Mastery Lovol 


24 






ITBS • 


towa Tilts of Banc Skills 


Academic Recognition 


0 






TAP 


> Ttsti of Achi«v«m«nt and 


REAP'**<^ 










Pfof icitncy 


Num of Students 


233 






ROPE 


< Atport On Program 


Mast^^y Level 


23 








Eff«ctivcntst 


Academic Recognition 


5 






• 


* Numbtr Of Stud«nti ii 


MATHEMATICS 










Too Small for Analysis 


Number of Students 


241 






1 * 


< Positivt Impact 


Mastery Level 


19 






1 


> Ntgativi impact 


Academic Recognition 


2 






0 


* No Impact 


PASSING ALL 








1 TAAS 

1 


> Ttxas Asstssmtnt of 


TESTS TAKEN 








j 
1 


Academic Skills 


Number of Students 


256 






i 




Mastery Level 


9 






! 

i 




Academic Recognition 


0 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

MIDDLE SCHOOL/JUNIOR HIGH 
GRADES 6-8 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 , GRADES 6-8 

GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 
Number of students in this group: 
Percent low income: 
Percent mi nor i ty: 
Percent female: 

Percent limited English prof ic i ent (LEP) : 
Percent overage for their grade: 
Percent special education students: 
Percent gifted/talented students: 

Major Findings 

ITBS ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991 t Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) 
median percent i le scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms* 

Out of 6 comparisons, program 
students' scores were... 

Reading Mathematics 
Above the national norm in 0 0 
At the national norm in 0 0 
Below the national norm in 3 3 

ITBS scores from spring, 1991* were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure. 

Out of 12 comparisons, program 
students ' scores. . . 

Reading Mathematics Language Work Study 

Exceeded predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Achieved predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were below predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were too few for analysis in 3 3 3 3 

TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAAS at grade 7 were: 

Reading Mathematics Wi iting All Tests Taken 

Higher in 
The same in 

Lower in x x x x 

Compared with the percentage of all AISD middle/junicr high school students 
mastering al 1 tests: 

The program AISD Program 
rate was . • . 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Lower hk% 10% 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Lower 2% 0% 

Compared with the percentage of middle/junior high school students state- 
wide mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program State Program 
rate was . . . 
Lower 2% 0% 

O 74 7 A 
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ATTENDANCE: Compared with the attendance rates .'or middle school/junior 
high districtwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to... 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was • • • 

Lower 

Lower 



AISD Program 



)2.7% 



)0.0% 



1990-91 program attendance was... 

Fall: Lower 
Spring: Lower 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students Involved in discipline 
incidents at the middle school/junior high level districtwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to... 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was . . . 

Hi gher 

Higher 



Al SD Program 



.5% 



.8% 
.2% 



1990-91 program o'scipline was... 

Fal 1 : Higher 
Spring: Higher 



GRADES: Compared with the CPA's for all AISD middle school/junior 
high students: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to... 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was • . . 
Lower 



A I SD Program 



Lower oh. 1 81 .3 

1990-91 program CPA was... 

Fall: Higher 
Spring: Higher 



The program 
rate was . . . 
Lower 



RETAI NEES/DROPOUTS: Comparing the percentage of program students 
recommended in spring, 1991 » for retention the following year with 
all AISD middle school /jun i or high students: 

Al SD Program 

3.7% 2.6% 

Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for middle school /jun ior high students 
for 1990-91 : 

The program AISD Program 
rate was ... 

Higher 3*9% 

Compared with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out: 

The obtained Predicted Obtained 

rate was ... 

Higher 2.3% 3-1% 

As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 



The program rate was... 
Greater than 100% 



Mean i ng that. . . 

The program did worse 

than anticipated 



File name: UCC . EVGENSP . JR9 1 



7i) 

75 



90.39 



GENESYS 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 

OFFICE or RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 
GEN«nc Evaluation SVStem 

PROGRAM/GROUP; SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91. GRADES 9-12 



DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE; O8/01/91 



Qrada 

# Students: 



PK 



1 



8 



9 

811 



10 
457 



11 

304 



12 

410 



TOTAL 

1982 



% 



Smx EtMnlclty Low Ov«rag« 

Mala Black Hispanic Othsr Xneom LCP For Qrada 

1229 753 599 649 734 925 107 1424 

62 38 30 33 37 47 5 72 



Special Qlft«d/ 

Educat 1 on Tal •ntsd 

1944 57 

98 3 



PROGRESS INDICATORS ' 



Attandanea 

Fall Spring 

90-91 * 1935 1707 

% 36.3 87.0 

89-90 * 1784 1786 

% 89.8 86.4 



Disciplined 
Tall Spring 

184 147 

9.3 7.4 

227 211 

11.5 10.6 



Cmdlts 
Fall Spring 

# 1588 1391 
AVQ 2.1 2.0 

# 1199 1166 
AVQ 2.2 2.1 



# F's 
Fall Spring 

1588 1391 

1.28 1.02 

1199 1166 

1.24 1.32 



# NO Qrados 

Fall Spring 

1588 1391 

0.34 0.64 

1199 1166 

0.32 0.30 



Fall Spring 

1569 1342 

76.0 77.0 

1187 1160 

73. 7 75.3 



DROPOUTS 

6th 0 WMks: 14.2 Dctobor: 

1991 1991 



RETAXNCES 

End of Year: 8.6 Beginning of Year: 



SPRING, 1991 



FALL. 1991 



PREDICTED ard OBTAINED 1990-91 



Fall. 1990 



NmMMir of 
Students 

1941 



Predicted Orooouts 
# Rate 



DROPOUT RATES 

Obtained Dropouts 
# Rate 



154 



8.0 



133 



6.9 



Obtained 
as a % of 
Predicted 

86.2 



Spring, 1991 



Annual , 1991 



Definitions: 

The PREDICTED DROPOUT RATE for a progra«/group is the sum of the drooout risk probability for each 
student in the group divided by the number of students In the group (N). 

The DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a student is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
meinbership in one of 22 different risk categories . (The risk categories are detailed in the current 
QENESYS report. ) 

The RISK FACTOR for a given risk category is the percentage of students in that risk category who 
dropped out. Expressed as a rate, the risk factor is a two deeimal -place numeral. For exainple, 
if 48.78% of the students in a particular risk category dropped out» the risk factor for a student 
in that category would be 48.78. 

The OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group is the actual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic is Calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: special education students. 1990-9 i, grades 9-12 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



ERIC 



— 

ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 




ITBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES » 
1 2 3 4 8 6 


7 


a 


9 10 11 12 


RMding Cowprthf>«lon 








20 23 20 19 


Numter of Stud«nt» 








257 161 99 77 


Mathematics Total 








15 13 16 16 


NunMr of Students 








259 164 99 78 


Compos 1 ta 








19 21 20 19 


NuiniMr of Students 








231 143 93 71 




ROPE, SPRINQ 1990 TO SPRING 1991 


MEAN 


SRAOE 


EQUIVALENT 


Qrada 


2 3 4 5 6 7 


8 


9 


10 11 12 


RCAOZNQ C0MPR6HEN3X0N 










NunMr of Students 










1990 Qrade Equivalent 










1991 Qrade Equivalent 










Gain 










Over/Under Predicted 










program Effectiveness 










Range for 0 










MATHEMATICS 










Nueber of Students 










1990 Grade Equivalent 










1991 Qrade Equivalent 










Qain 










Over/ Under Predicted 










Program Effectiveness 










Range for 0 (♦/-) 










LANQUAQE 










NuntMr of Students 










1990 Qrade Equivalent 










1991 Qrade Equivalent 










Qain 










Over /Under Predicted 










Program Effectiveness 










Range for 0 (♦/-) 










WORK STUDY 










Number of >tMdents 










1990 Qrade Equivalent 










1991 Qrade Equivalent 










Qain 










Over/Under Predicted 










Program Effectiveness 










Range for 0 (♦/-) 










TAAS PERCENT MaSTERINQ 






-KEY 


Qrade 


3 5 7 9 


11 




WRITING 










Number of Students 


339 


33 






Mastery Level 


21 


82 




IT6S > iow« T«sts of Banc SKitt« 


Academic Recognition 


0 


0 




TAP » T«$ts of Achi«v«m«nt and 


READING 








Prof iCitncy 


Number of Students 


351 


31 




ROPE ' fltpori On Program 


Mastery Level 


43 


84 




Eff«ctiv«n«ss 


»\eadem1c Recognition 


1 1 


35 




1 • * Numb«r of Students )S 


MATHEMATICS 








Too Small for Analysis 


Number of Students 


343 


33 




* * Positive impact 


Mastery Level 


18 


82 




• 1 Negative Impact 


Academic Recognition 


2 


9 




0 < No Impact 


PASSING ALL 








TAAS * Texas Assessment of 


TESTS TAKEN 








1 Academic Skills 


Number of Students 


377 


33 






Mastery Level 


1 1 


76 






Academic Recognition 


1 


0 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

SENIOR HIGH 
GRADES 9-12 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 



GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: 

Number of students in this group: 1982 

Percent low income: ^7 

Percent mi nor i ty : 6^ 

Percent female: jo 

Percent limited English prof i c i ent (LEP) : 5 

Percent overage for their grade: 72 

Percent special education students: 9^ 

Percent gifted/talented students: 3 



Major F i nd i ngs 

TAP ACHIEVEMENT: The spring, 1991 » Tests of Achievement and Proficiency (TAP) 
medi an Dercenti 1 e scores of program students were compared to 
the 1988 national norms. 

Out of 8 comparisons, program 
students' scores were..'. 

Read i ng Mathemat i cs 
Above the national norm in 0 0 
At the national norm in 0 0 
Below the national norm \n k k 

TAP scores from spring* 1991 f were compared to predicted levels 

of achievement by means of the Report on Program Effectiveness (ROPE) 

procedure . 

Out of 12 comparisons, program 
students * scores . . . 

Read i ng Mathemat i cs Language Work Study 

Exceeded predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Achieved predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were below predicted levels in 0 0 0 0 

Were too few for analysis in 3 3 3 3 

TAAS ACHIEVEMENT: Compared to the AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading, and writing, the percentages of program students mastering 
the TAAS at grades 9 and 11 (first-time test takers) were: 

Reading Mathematics Writing All Tests Taken 
Higher in 0 0 0 0 
The same in 0 0 0 0 
Lower in 2 2 2 2 

Compared with the percentage of all AISD senior high students mastering all tests 

The program AISD Program 
rate was . . . 

Academic Mastery (all tests taken) Lower 51% 16% 

Academic Recognition (all 3 tests) Lower 2% 0% 

Compared with the percentage of senior high school students statewide 
mastering all three tests at the academic recognition level: 

The program State Program 
rate was . . . 
Lower 2% 0% 
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ATTENDANCE: CoiTipared with the attendance rates for senior high 
di strictwide: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 



The program 
rate was • • • 

Lower 

Lower 



Compared to* • • 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



A ISO Program 

93.5% 86.3% 
90.5% 87.0% 

1990-91 program attendance was... 



Fall: Lower 
Spring: Higher 



DISCIPLINE: Compared with the percentages of students involved in 
discipline incidents at the senior high level d i n tr ! ctwi de: 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 1991 

Compared to.** 

P.'ogram students 



The program 
rate was . * * 

Hi gher 

Hi gher 



Al SU Program 
9*3% 

k.2% 



P.'ogram 
in T989- 



9-90 



1990-91 program discipline was*.. 

Fall: Lower 
Spr i ng : Lower 



GRADES: Compared with the CPA's for all AiSD senior high students: 

A I SD Program 



Fall, 1990 
Spring, 199^ 

Compared to* * * 

Program students 
in 1989-90 



The program 
rate was * * * 

Lower 

Lowe** 



80. 

79.! 



6.0 



1990-91 program CPA was... 

Fall: Hi gher 
Spring: Higher 



RETAINEES/DROPOUTSt Comparing the percentage of program students 
recommended in spring, 1991 t for retention the following year with 
all AISD senior high students: 



The program 
rate was . . . 
Higher 



A I SD Program 
6.1% 8 . 6% 



Compared to the sixth six weeks dropout rate for senior high students 
for 1990-91: 



The program 
rate was . . . 
Hi ghef 



A I SD Program 
9.7% 1^.2% 

Compareo with the percentage of program students predicted to drop out: 

The obtained Predicted Obtained 

rate was ... ^ ^ , ^ 

Lower 8.0% 6.9% 

As a percentage of the dropout rate predicted for these students: 



The program rate was.. 
Less than 100% 



Meani ng that. . . 

The program did better 

than anticipated 



File name: UCC.FVGENSP.SR9] 



83 

79 



90.39 



REFERENCES 



Baenen, N. , Ligon, G, , Buffington, S., Fairchild, M. , and Frazer, 
L. (19d9). ORE^s generic evaluation sy stem: GENESYS 1988-89 
(Publication No. 88.40). Austin, TX: Austin Independent 
School District, office of Research and Evaluation. 

Baenen, N., and Wilkinson, D. (1989). GENESYS 1988-89 technical 
report (Publication No. 88.46). Austin, TX: Austin 
Independent School District, Office of Research and 
Evaluation. 

Frazer, L. , and Ligon, G. (1991, April). Comparing actual and 
predicted dropout rates to evaluate program effectiveness 
(Publication No. 90.19). Paper presented at the annual 
meeting of the American Educational Research Association, 
Chicago. 

Paredes, V. (1991) . Report on School Effectiveness (ROSE) . 
19Q0-9 1 (Publication Letter 90. U). Austin, TX: Austin 
Independent School District, Office of Research and 
Evaluation. 

Ligon, G., and Baenen, N. (1989, April). Evaluation mothodology 

for thg 90 'g; A GENeric Evaluation SYStem (GENESYS^ 

(Publication No. 89.16). Paper presented at the annual 
meeting of the Am-^vrican Educational Research Association, 
Boston. 

Ligofi, G., Wilkinson, L. D., and Frazer, L. H. (1991, April). 

Lower costs, fewer staff, more information: Critique of 

a generic, data-bas e evaluation system (Publication No. 
90.21). Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American 
Educational Research Association, Chicago. 

Wilkinson, D., Frazer, L. , Stewart, B. , and Ligon, G. (1989, 
October) . New initiatives in dropout prevention: Project 
GRAD final report 1988-89 (Publication No. 88.36). Austin, 
TX: Austin Independent School District, Office of Research 
and Evaluation. 

Wilkinson, D. (1990, July). GENESYS 1989-90: Selected program 
evaluations (Publication No. 89.30). Austin, TX: Austin 
Independent School District, Office of Research and 
Evaluation. 



80 



90.39 



ATTACHMENT 1 
(Page 1 of 2) 

GENESYS OPERATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS 
HOW GENESYS WORKS AND WHAT IT PROVIDES 

Given a file of the student identification numbers of those students 
involved in a program, group, or innovation, GENESYS will provide 
outcome information for the following variables: 

GROUP CHARACTERISTICS: Number served by grade, ethnicity, 
sex, low income; LEP, overage for grade, special education, 
gifted and talented; 

ACHIEVEMENT RESULTS BY GRADE: Current -year ITBS, TAP, TAAS, 
and spring-to-spring rope regression trend information; 

ATTENDANCE, DISCIPLINE, GRADES /CREDITS: Current year and 
previous two semesters (four semesters altogether); and 

DROPOUTS AND RETAINEES: Dropouts as of the end of the fifth 
sixth weeks and potential retainees as of the end of May 
(actual retainees and dropouts as of the end of the current 
school year to be updated in the fall of the next school 
year) . 

Specific definitions for each of these variables are included xn 
Attachment 2. The user is advised to read and refer to the 
definitions provided to assure correct interpretation of the data. 

For each group, four types of sheets are produced. 

The GENESYS EVALUATION SUMMARY summarizes information cn the 
group's overall performance on all variables. 

The EXECUTIVE SUMMARY summarizes findings in more narrative 
form and compares the program's data to relevant comparison 
groups. On most variables, comparison is to the AISD average 
for the appropriate grade span—AISD elementary, middle/ 
junior high, or senior high students. Attachment 2 provides 
additional information about GENESYS comparisons. 

GENESYS DATA BY STUDENT provides a listing of this infor- 
mation by student (as applicable) to allow a specific review 
of student attainment and characteristics (Attachment 4) . 

The PROGRAM DESCRIPTION, supplied by program or evaluation 
staff, gives information on the program's characteristics, 
i.e., funding source, budget, number of campuses served, num- 
ber of staff, eligibility of students served, grades served, 
source of data file, subject areas taught, and program 
focus/goals/methods. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
(Page 2 of 2) 

Two optional printouts are also available to GENESYS users. 

CROSS -PROGRAM COMPARISON CHARTS provide a summary of 
statistics across multiple programs designated by the user. 

TWO-WAY CROSSTABDLATION TABLES provide a greater level of detail 
about selected variables than that provided in the evaluation 
summary . 

WHAT IS MrSEDED TO RUN GENESYS 

GENESYS needs a file o f student identification numbers for the 
program or group which is to be studied before it can be run. 
Gathering this information is th<«» responsibility of the program or 
evaluation staff requeisting the information. Student names and 
identification numbers can be provided as a list, on a computer 
disk, or as a description of critical location information on AISD 
computer files (such as a school and grade list or a course number) . 
Staff must decide whether they want to include all students served 
for any length of time by a program, those in as of a particular 
date, or those served a certain length of time (e.g., over three 
months) . This choice must be made before a data file is built. 
Attachment 5, "Requirements for GENESYS Data Files," specifies how 
GENESYS data files must set up. Attachment 5 also contains a dis- 
cussion of the types of data files. Attachment 6 provides flow 
charts for before, during, and after GENESYS processing. The 
"before" flowchart sketches out the logic of building a file with 
student ZD's. 

The mechanism which triggers GENESYS runs its the file/run sheet . A 
sample file/run sheet is Attachment 7. This sheet provides users 
with a kind of checklist to help them work through some of the 
issues involved in file building, as well as serving as documenta- 
tion to the user. It also gives the programmer instructions for: 

o Titling the output, 

o Locating the data file, and 

o Running optional reports. 

When the programmer receives a completed file/run sheet, the 
programmer creates a "shell" into which the user types the program 
description. Once the programmer is assured that a program 
description has been entered, the programmer may proceed to run the 
group through GENESYS. 

LIMITATIONS OF GENESYS 

The limitations of using GENESYS are elaborated in full in two ORE 
publications, 88.40 and 88.36 (see reference list). A discussion of 
what makes a program evaluable by GENESYS may be found in ORE 
publication 90.21. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
(Page 1 of 5) 



DEFINI7 IONS— EVALUATION SUMMARY 
PROGRAM MEMBERSHIP— DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION 

For each program included in GENESYS, ORE or program staff define 
those to be included (see program descriptions) . Most programs 
or groups are for students involved in 1990-91. Some are for 
groups served in previous years. Descriptive information 
provided for each program includes: 

NUMBER SERVED: Total served (may be cumulative, semester, or 
a point-in-time count) . 

ETHNICITY: Percentage Black, Hispanic, and Other (includes 
White, Asian, and American Indian) . 

SEX: Percentage male and female. 

LOW INCOME: Percentage eligible or with sibiling eligible for 
free or reduced-price meals. 

LEP: Percentage identified as limited in English proficiency 
(regular or special education) and served in bilingual, 
English-as-a-Second Language (ESL) , or alternative programs as 
of the end of the year (or whenever GENESYS was run) . Note: 
Some students "exit" or leave LEP status each May once English 
proficiency is attained. 

OVERAGE FOR GRADE: Percentage older than expected for the 
grade by one or more years (as of September 1) . Example: 1st 
graders age 7 or older on September 1. 

SPECIAL EDUCATION: Percentage of students receiving special 
education services of any type. 

GIFTED/ TALENTED; Percentage of students in gifted/ talented 
programs. At the elementary level, this means participation 
in the AIM High Program. Secondary students are counted as 
gifted if they take one or more honors courses. 

OUTCOME INFORMATION 

Outcome information, unless noted, accesses the most current data 
available through VSAM files on the computer. Variables include: 

ATTENDANCE: Mean percentage attendance (days attended divided 
by days enrolled) for fall and spring of 1990-91 and 1989-90. 
Data for 1989-90 are for those enrolled in the 1990-91 program 
who were active in AISD in 1989-90. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
(Page 2 of 5) 

DISCIPLINE: Percentage of students involved in serious 
discipline incidents (corporal punishment, suspension, 
expulsion) in fall and spring of 1990-91 and 1989-90. 

GRADES: Indicates mean credits earned (CREDITS), number of 
F's (# F's), number of courses with no grade (# NO GRADES), 
and grade point average (GPA) for high school; indicates grade 
point averages and F's for junior high/middle school. 
Information is shown for fall and spring of 1990-91 and 
1989-90. A normal course load is five or six classes (2.5 
to 3.0 credits) per semester. The grade point average (GPA) 
is calculated without courses in which no grade has yet been 
assigned; it includes F's and passing grades based on a point 
system of 1-100 points with 70 as passing. The grade point 
scale for converting numerical scores to regular course grade 
points is included below: 



Numerical 


Regular Course 


Honors Course 


Scores 


Grade Point 


Grade Point 


97-100 


4.5 


5.0 


93-96 


4.0 


4.5 


90-92 


3.5 


4.0 


87-89 


3.0 


3.5 


83-86 


2.5 


3.0 


80-82 


2.0 


2.5 


77-79 


1.5 


2.0 


73-76 


1.0 


1.5 


70-72 


.5 


1.0 



(Source for grades and credits: SGR History File — SGRH) (Source 
for conversion table: Board Policy Manual, Austin ISD, Volume 1) 

DROPOUTS: Percentage of students who dropped out of school by 
the end cf the fifth six weeks of the 1990-91 school year. 
The percentage who dropped out over the entire 1990-91 school 
year, including the summer of 1991, will be available in fall, 
1991. 

RETAINED: End of Year ; Percentage of students recommended 
for retention as of May, 1991. NOTE: Some students may not 
eventually be retained, especially at the secondary level. 
Successful completion of summer school courses or correction 
of grades can result in promotion. Also, at the high school 
level, students repeat only courses failed. A "retained" 
label simply means students have not earned 5, 10, or 15 
credits to be promoted to grades 10, 11, and 12, respectively. 
Also, some special education categories are listed as retained 
until schools provide promotion data. Beginning of Year : 
Percentage of students actually retained as of the beginning 
of the 1991-92 school year. This figure will be available in 
fall, 1991. 
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ATTACHMRNT 2 
(Page 3 of 5) 



ITB8/TAP: Median percentiles of group along with number of 
students tested in Reading Comprehension, Mathematics Total, 
and Composite. Composite scores include*. 

Grades 1-2: JBS Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension, 
Mathematics otal, Spelling, and Word Analysis 

Grades 3-8: ITBS Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension, 
Mathematics Total, Language Total, and Work Study Total 

Grades 9-12: TAP Reading Comprehension, Mathematics Total, 
Written Expression, Using Sources of Information, Social 
Studies, and Science 

TAAS: Percentage and number of students tested who mastered 
each test — Writing, Reading, and Mathematics — and all tests 
taken. Mastery levels are set yearly by TEA based on a scale 
score on each test. 

ROPE; The Report on Program Effectiveness School (ROPE) , 
which is a variation of the Report on School Effectiveness 
(ROSE) , compares Reading Comprehension and Mathematics Total 
grade equivalent (GE) scores for spring, 1990, and spring, 
1991, to determine if gains achieved are above (+) , below (-) , 
or at (=) predicted levels based on regression analyses. All 
students in a grade in a program are treated as a group. ROPE 
predictions for groups with less than 20 students (*) are not 
reliable (and are therefore not shown) . The gain, predicted 
score, and amount over or under the actual score compared to 
the predicted score for the group are shown for reference. 
See ORE Publication Letter 90, U for more information about the 
ROSE procedure. 

All AISD comparison statistics were defined as shown above. 
Students were included if: 

o In grades pre-K through 12. 

o Actively attending a regular campus as of February 18, 
1991. (The Alternative Learning Center and Robbins were 
included for both high school and middle school/ junior 
high.) 

GENESYS STATISTICS AMD "OFFICIAL" AISD COUNTS 

These definitions and inclusion rules vary slightly from those 
used for "official" AISD counts. For example, students were 
included in GENESYS if they were active as of midyear (February 
18, 1991). Published districtwide ITBS/TAP median percentiles 
will therefore differ from those presented here because all test 
takers were included, whether or not they were active in 
February . 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
(Page 4 of 5) 

GENES'fS COMPARISONS— E^SSCUTXVE SimHARY 

Outcome data for each group included in GENESYS are compared to 
national and District averages to provide a meaningful context 
for judgments about program effectiveness^ The following 
comparisons are made. 



ITBS/TAP Achievement 



TEAMS Achievement 



Attendance 
Discipline 
Grades 

(secondary only) 

Retainees 

Dropouts 

(grades 7-12 only) 



1988 national norms; 
Predicted achievement 
with actual achievement 

AISD averages in mathematics, 
reading (language arts at 
Exit Level) , and writing 

AISD attendance rates 

AISD discipline rates 

Grade point averages (CPA's) 
for all AISD students 

AISD retention rates 

AISD dropout rates; 
Predicted rate with obtained 
dropout rate 



On all variables, comparisons are made to the appropriate grade 
or grade span — elementary (grades pre-K-6) , middle/ junior high 
(grades 6-8), and high school (grades 9-12). For example, 
performance on the ITBS by students in grade 3 in the GENESYS 
group is compared with the national norm for grade 3. The 
retention rate for high school students in a GENESYS group is 
compared with the retention rate for all AISD high school 
students . 

On most of the above variables, the comparison made is to the 
AISD average or rate, in other words, to the general student 
population (at the appropriate grade span) . There are two 
exceptions in which the comparison is not to the general 
population: 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
(Page 5 of 5) 

1. By means of ROSE (see Pub. Letter 90. U), ITBS/TAP 
achievement levels for program students are compared with 
predicted achievement levels for students with similar 
characteristics . 

2. The dropout rate predicted for program students Is compared 
with their actual dropout rate 

Many comparisons to the outcome data for program students could 
be made. Comparison to the general population contrasts the 
performance of the program group with that of students overall. 
This comparison has the advantage of pointing up clear 
differences in performance where the program group is highly 
select, e.g., honors students. On the other hand, comparisons 
like ROPE, which take into account the program students' 
characteristics, will continue to be sought so that GENESYS can 
become even more useful in the future. In the meantime, users 
desiring other comparison groups than the general population have 
the option to identify the students and have GENESYS run on the 
groups they define. 
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GENESYS DEFINITIONS— OPTIONAL REPORTS 

Two optional reports, to be run apart from the main GENESYS 
processing, ar& available to users. 

CROSS-PROGRAK COMPARISON CHARTS: Statistics are compared 
across programs selected by the user. A minimum of two 
programs can be designated, up to the maximum of all the 
programs run. If cross-program comparisons are specified, the 
user receives all of the charts; i.e., it is not an option to 
choose only certain comparisons. Programs are compared on all 
GENESYS demographic, progress, and achievement indicators. A 
complete set of cross-program comparison charts for spring, 
1991 programs is contained in Attachment 8. 

TWO-WAY CROSSTABULATION TABLES: Tables (e.g., sex by 
ethnicity) permit the user to examine program data at a 
greater level of detail than that presented in the GENESYS 
evaluation summary. The user is able to select certain 
"blocks" of categorical variables for which all possible two- 
way tables will be printed. For example, a user may be 
interested in a crosstabulatlon of sex by grade for a 
particular group of students. In addition to this table, the 
user would receive crosstabulatlons of grade by all other 
categorical variables. Crosstabulatlons by continuous 
variables, e.g., of percent attendance, are not presently 
Included. A list of the tables Included in each block and a 
sample crosstabulatlon are contained in Attachment 9. 
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Attachment 3 



IDEAS FOR 6ENESYS ENHAMCEHENT 



Numbers and percentages of students for all variables. Only 
percentages of retainees and dropouts are presently 
reported . 

More "user-friendly" programming, and brief trainin^^ for 
other programmers, so that other programmers and noncomputer 
programmers can submit their own runs. 

Methods for overcoming slowdowns caused by: 

— Deciding who should be included in data files, 

— Deciding what sources should be used for files, and 

— Difficulty in collecting basic program information. 

For programs where students may earn eighth- and ninth- 
grade credits, an evaluation summary showi,'>g middle/ junior 
high school and high school credits on the same sheet or on 
separate sheets with the appropriate labels. 

A staff summary sheet (similar to that in the Annual 
Performance Report) . 

A budget summary based on budget codes (similar to the 
District's budget book). 

Significance tests with probability levels between groups 
and between pre- and posttest measures printed. 

Executive summaries with comparisons made between groups in 
addition to the present comparison between a single group 
and District totals. 

Under "demographic indicators," the number and percent of 
students in compensatory education. 

An index of the mobility of the program or group. 
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ATTACHMENT 5 

39 (Page 1 of 2) 

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Department of Management Information 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



GENESYS 

RGquircments for GENESYS Data Filer. 

Data files should contain the student ID numbers of the 
students in the group. 

There should be one ID per line beginning in column i. 
There is no limit on the number of students who r.iay be in a 
group, but because of the computer running time that Gh'IJK.^Vs 
requires, groups must contain a minimum of 25 studont r, . 

Groups must be defined as either elementary, middle/ j unior 
high school, or high school, and each file must contain t!iG 
ID numbers only for students v/ithin one of these divisions. 
If you have a group whose grade levels span these divisions, 
you will need to separate the group into the appropriate 
grade spans? i.e., you will need separate files. For 
example, if you have a group with students in grades 7-12, 
you will need to create two files, one with the iD's for 
students in grades 7-8, and a second with the ID's for 
students in grades 9-12. 

The ID'S on data files should be checked to eliminate bad 
ID'S and duplicate ID's. Veda has written a program to use 
for this purpose: DW$CMPAR (ORWSAS) . 

Data files should be given eight-character names beginning 
with GEe, e.g., GE^GRADH for high school students served by 
Project GRAD. Data files should be placed in ORSSAS. 

Give your group/program a name not to exceed 52 characte rs. 
This name will appear as a title on the Executive Summary 
and on the Evaluation Summary. Try to include the full name 
of the program rather than an abbreviation, and include the 
year, e.g., TEACH AND REACH, 1990-91. If you are following 
a group that was constituted prior to this year, use a title 
which makes clear which year refers to the group and v/hich 
is the year the analysis was done, e.g., 1988 ELEMENTARY 6TH 
GRADERS, LOW READING, IN 1990-91. 

Specify which grade levels the students in your group/ 
program are in. The grade levels you indicate will appear 
asf a second title under the name of the program on the 
Executive Summary. For the sake of clarity, do not indicate 
a whole grade span if students are only in one grade. For 
example, only students in grade 9 are served in the 
Transitional Academic Program. The title should read GRADE 
9, rather than GRADES 9-12. 
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ATTACHMENT 5 
(Page 2 of 2) 



Types of Data Files 
The GENESYS file sheet lists three different types of data files: 

o Cumulative, 

o Point in time, and 

o Point in time with service conditions. 

On a cuffiulative file, every student served by the program at any 
time during the year, whether the student is currently served, is 
currently inactive, or even has left the program or the District, 
is entered. 

The point-in-time file includes all the students being served at 
a particular point in time, without regard for students who were 
formerly served or for the length of service to students at the 
time the file is built or in the future. 

The point-in-time with service conditions file contains students 
served at a particular point in time but places conditions on 
which students are included based, for example, on the students' 
length of service. It may be desirable, under this condition, to 
"capture" on the file only those students who have received 
services for at least some minimum length of time — arguably the 
most "stable" students or the students on whom the program's 
intervention has had a chance to take effect. Besides length of 
service, another condition which might be imposed is that 
students be active on the Student Master File. 

It does not matter to GENESYS what sort of file you have, in terms 
of its processing, but the distinction needs to be taken into 
account in interpreting the information GENESYS produces. 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Department of Management Information 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



GENESY8 FILE/RUN SHEET 
(Return to Stacy Buffington) 

Date Submitted: 
GENESYS File Title; 



Grades/Span: 

File Name/File Library: 



Date Checked for Bad ID^s; 

Date Bad ID^s Fixed: 

Type of File; Cumulative 

Point in Time 

Point in Time with Service Conditions — Describe: 



Special Information/Instructions : 



Crosstabulations Wanted? 



No 



By: 



TAAS Mastery: Reading 



Cross-Program Comparisons Wanted? 



Math ^ 
No 



Yes (Check below) 

_Grade Ethnicity 

_Drop Status Retained 



Writing 



Yes (Specify 
programs below) 



updated 4/9l:kb.genesys.wps 
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9-12 


56 


44 


19 


13 


68 


15 


1 


6 


0 


100 


591 


SERVED LEP STl DENTS. 1990-91. GRADES 9 12 


9-12 


58 


42 


0 


84 


16 


83 


100 


70 


13 


10 


630 


SPECIAL EDUCAUON STUDENTS. 1990-91 


9-12 


62 


38 


30 


33 


37 


47 


5 


72 


98 


3 


1982 



o 

UJ 
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QENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 
SPRING. 1991 
TABLE 2 - PROGRESS INDICATORS 



08/04/91 



ATTENDANCE 



DISCIPLINE 



PROGRAM 


GRADe 


FALL 


89 


SPRING 


; 90 


FALL 


. 90 


SPRING 91 




FALL 


69 


SPRING 90 


FALL 90 


SPRING 


9 1 


LEVELS N 


% 




N 


% 




N 


% 




N 


% 




N 




0/ 


N 




0/ 

% 


N 


%, 


N 




/o 


ANDREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 


EK-5 


476 


95. 


5 


496 


96. 


0 


745 


96 . 


1 


719 


94 . 


8 


1 


0. 


1 


8 


1 . 


1 


1 


0. 


1 


1 


0. 


4 
1 


ANDREWS VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOD 


EK-5 


124 


96. 


6 


12t 


96. 


9 


124 


97. 


7 


124 


95. 


8 


1 


0. 


8 


6 


4. 


6 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


GALINDD ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 


EK-5 


469 


95. 


9 


484 


95. 


5 


691 


95. 


9 


664 


94 . 


4 


5 


0. 


7 


13 


1 . 


9 


2 


0. 


3 


5 


0. 


7 


GALINDD VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOD 


EK-5 


129 


96. 


9 


131 


96. 


1 


131 


97. 


4 


131 


95. 


5 


0 


0. 


0 


6 


4. 


6 


2 


1 . 


5 


1 


0, 


8 


I.ANGFDRD ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 


EK-5 


349 


95. 


9 


357 


94. 


6 


546 


95. 


4 


516 


94. 


3 


1 


0. 


2 


3 


0. 


5 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


LANGFORD VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHO 


EK-5 


91 


97. 


5 


91 


96. 


1 


91 


97 . 


0 


91 


96. 


2 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0, 


0 


COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM. 1990-91 


EK-6 


310 


96. 


5 


312 


95. 


9 


357 


97. 


1 


358 


96. 


1 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0, 


0 


PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 


K-5 


793 


96. 


9 


807 


96. 


8 


1026 


98 . 


6 


998 


99. 


4 


0 


0, 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


PATTON VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 


K-5 


352 


97. 


3 


353 


97 . 


4 


353 


98 . 


8 


353 


99. 


5 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


0 


0, 


, 0 


LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91. GRADES K-6 


K-6 


177 


95. 


2 


183 


95. 


1 


239 


96 . 


0 


247 


94 . 


9 


1 


0, 


4 


2 


0. 


8 


2 


0. 


8 


1 


0, 


, 4 


SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91, GRADES K-6 


K-6 


2365 


96. 


3 


2434 


96. 


3 


3999 


96. 


4 


4141 


95. 


8 


2 


0, 


0 


4 


0. 


1 


6 


0. 


1 


8 


0. 


, 2 


TEACH AND REACH. MATH SERVED. 1990-91 


K-6 


559 


96. 


8 


569 


96. 


1 


602 


97 . 


1 


589 


95. 


9 


0 


0. 


,0 


2 


0. 


3 


1 


0. 


2 


5 


0. 


e» 
, a 


TEACH AND REACH. READING SERVED. 1990-91 


K-6 


604 


96. 


6 


608 


9*^. 


8 


649 


96 . 


8 


629 


95 . 


9 


0 


0, 


0 


4 


0. 


6 


5 


0, 


7 


6 


0. 


, 9 


SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 


PK-6 


3456 


95. 


4 


3547 


95. 


0 


4258 


95 . 


8 


4112 


94 . 


8 


20 


0. 


> 5 


31 


0, 


7 


36 


0 , 


8 


3 1 


0. 




GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS. 1990-91 


2-6 


4439 


97. 


3 


4458 


97. 


0 


4630 


97 . 


8 


4634 


96 . 


8 


2 


0. 


.0 


6 


0. 


1 


8 


0 , 


2 


8 


0 


. 2 


'89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS - LOW MATH - 


6-8 


780 


94. 


8 


765 


92. 


4 


731 


92. 


6 


709 


89. 


7 


60 


7 , 


, 4 


63 


7 . 


7 


62 


7 . 


6 


72 


8 , 


. 8 


GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 


6-8 


3503 


97 . 


3 


3528 


96 , 


7 


382 1 


97 . 


1 


3837 


95 . 


7 


25 


0 , 


, 1 


24 


0 . 


6 


37 


1 . 


0 


58 


1 


. D 


LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91. GRADES 6-8 


6-8 


175 


94. 


7 


175 


92 , 


2 


184 


91 . 


5 


184 


87 . 


6 


10 


5. 


> 3 


1 1 


5 . 


, 9 


23 


12 . 


> 3 


25 


1 3 


A 
. ** 


SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES 6-8 


6-8 


441 


95. 


a 


470 


94 , 


0 


599 


94 . 


0 


615 


92 . 


6 


23 


3 . 


, 7 


45 


7 , 


, 2 


45 


7 . 


, 2 


59 


9 


a 
. 3 


SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 


6 8 


1430 


93 . 


8 


1463 


91 , 


9 


1576 


91 . 


4 


1485 


90. 


0139 


8 


. 8 


130 


8 . 


> 2 


1 55 


9 , 


, 8 


193 


1 2 


. 2 


KEALING MAGNET. 1990-91 


7-8 


410 


97 . 


5 


408 


96 , 


8 


434 


97 . 


3 


437 


96 . 


4 


4 


0, 


, 9 


0 


0, 


, 0 


0 


0, 


, 0 


1 


0 


. 2. 


BP " AUSTIN-8L0CK COURSES. FALL. 1990 


9 


2 1 


89. 


6 


2 1 


84 , 


,0 


2 1 


79. 


9 


20 


76 . 


0 


4 


19 , 


. O 


7 


33 , 


, 3 


3 


4 A 

1 4 , 


, 3 


2 




c 
. t3 


BP - CROCKETT-SUCCESS, FALL. 1990 


9 


86 


96. 


0 


87 


92 . 


, 4 


89 


9 1 , 


8 


86 


89. 


2 


5 


5 


. 6 


7 


7 , 


, 9 


2 


2 , 


, 2 


4 


A 

4 


. D 


BP - JOHNSTON-RENAISSANCE. FALL, 1990 


9 


134 


94 . 


7 


137 


90, 




137 


88 . 


6 


1 26 


85 . 


2 


10 




. J 


1 1 


6 , 


, O 


1 a 


1 3 . 


. 1 


4 4 
1 1 


Q 
O 


r\ 
. U 


BP - LANIER-CONNECTIONS , FALL. 1990 


9 


2 1 


93 . 


3 


2 1 


85. 


. 9 




81 . 


5 


1 5 


79 . 


1 


5 


22 . 


7 


3 


1 O , 


, 6 


a 
O 


22 , 


, 7 


4 


4 O 
1 O 




PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT. 1990-91 


9 


100 


96. 


2 


101 


93 , 


, 1 


103 


92 . 


4 


100 


90. 


0 


5 


4 


. 9 


7 


6 , 


, 8 


2 


1 . 


, 9 


4 


J 


Q 


PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM. 1990-91 


f\ 
3 


2 Id 


85. 


3 


210 


80, 


, 1 


24 1 


78 , 


2 


194 


76 . 


3 


28 


1 1 


. 6 


28 


4 4 

1 1 , 


. 6 


iy 


7 


Q 


4 T 

1 7 




4 

. 1 


BP - REAGAN-BLOCK COURSES. FALL. 1990 


9- 10 


39 


88. 


1 


38 


85, 


.4 


43 


82 . 


.8 


39 


77 . 


6 


5 


1 1 


. O 


9 


20 , 


. 9 


10 


23, 


. 3 


7 


16 


. J 


BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL, FALL. 1990 


9-10 


52 


8 J . 


8 


50 


Qf\ 
OU , 


, U 


53 


Q Q 


c 

> D 


A a 
•to 


1 A 


2 


8 




4 


a 


1 1 , 


, O 


7 


13 


.2 


a 
o 




4 


CVAE SENIOR HIGH. FALL, 1990 


9-12 


425 


86. 


4 


A i A 
*f 1 *f 


80, 


6 




78, 


2 


368 


79. 


2 


54 


1 1 


■ o 


56 


11 


.7 


46 


9 


.6 


27 


5 


. 7 


GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 


9-12 


4789 


97, 


2 


4848 


96 


. 3 


5185 


96, 


,5 


5218 


95. 


1 


38 


0 


.7 


41 


0 


.8 


36 


0 


. 7 


79 


1 


.5 


LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91. GRADES 9-12 


9-12 


233 


93. 


6 


234 


90 


.4 


258 


90, 


.5 


263 


85. 


5 


28 


10 


.6 


23 


8 


. 7 


16 


6, 


. 1 


20 


7 


. 6 


LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNSTON, 1990-91 


9-12 


211 


97, 


3 


212 


95, 


.8 


225 


96, 


6 


226 


95, 


6 


3 


1 


.3 


0 


0 


.0 


2 


O 


.9 


1 


0 


.4 


MENTOR HIGH SCHOOLS. FALL. 1990 


9-12 


57 


91 , 


.5 


57 


88 


. 1 


61 


90, 


, 7 


61 


84, 


2 


3 


4 


.7 


2 


3 


. 1 


3 


4 


. 7 


7 


10 


.9 


PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL. FALL, 1990 


9-12 


48 


86. 


0 


47 


79 


.0 


54 


78 


.4 


44 


79, 


4 


7 


13 


.0 


3 


5 


.6 


8 


14 


.8 


3 


5 


.6 


PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT. FALL. 1990 


9-12 


46 


90, 


5 


49 


89 


.2 


53 


82 


.2 


46 


82. 


3 


3 


5 


.7 


3 


5 


.7 


1 


1 


.9 


3 


5 


.7 


SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LB J , 1990-91 


9-12 


567 


97, 


2 


568 


96 


. 3 


589 


97, 


. 3 


589 


96 


3 


5 


0 


.8 


6 


1 


.0 


3 


0 


.5 


13 


2 


.2 


SERVED lEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES 9-12 


9-12 


432 


93, 


, 3 


452 


91 


. 3 


583 


92 


.2 


628 


88, 


8 


30 


4 


.8 


31 


4 


.9 


37 


5 


.9 


21 


3 


. 3 


SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 


9-12 


1784 


89, 


.8 


1786 


86 


.4 


1935 


86. 


,3 


1707 


87, 


,0227 


1 1 


.5 


211 


10 


.6 


184 


9 


. 3 


147 


7 


.4 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 
SPRING, 1991 
TABLE 3 - PROGRESS INOICATORS 



08/04/91 



CREOITS EARNEO 



PROGRAM 



GRADE FALL 89 SPRING 90 
LEVELS N % N % 



FALL 90 SPRING 91 
N % N % 



NG^S 

FALL 89 SPRING 90 FALL 90 SPRING 91 
N % N % N % N % 



o 

GJ 



00 



ANOREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 EK-5 

ANOREWS VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOO EK-5 

GALINDO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 EK-5 

GALINDO VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOO EK-5 

LANGFORO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 EK-5 

LANGFORO VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHO EK-5 

COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM, 1990-91 EK-6 

PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 K-5 

PATTON VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL K-5 

LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, GRADES K-6 K-6 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES K-6 K-6 

TEACH AND REACH, MATH SERVED, 1990-91 K-6 

TEACH AND REACH, READING SERVED, 1990-91 K-6 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 PK-6 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 2-6 

'89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS - LOW MATH - 6-8 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 6-8 

LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91, GRADES 6-8 6-8 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES 6-8 6-8 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 6-8 

KEALING MAGNET, 1990-91 7-8 

BP - AUSTIN-BLOCK COURSES, FALL, 1990 9 

BP - CROCKETT-SUCCESS, FALL, 1990 9 

BP - JOHNSTON-RENAISSANCE, FALL, 1990 9 

BP - LANIER-CDNNECTIONS, FALL. 1990 9 

PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT, 1990-91 9 

PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM, 1990-91 9 

BP - REAGAN-BLOCK COURSES, FALL. 1990 9-10 

BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL, FALL. 1990 9-10 

CVAE SENIOR HIGH. FALL, 1990 9-12 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 9-12 

LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, GRADES 9-12 9-12 

LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNSTON, 1990-91 9-12 

MENTOR HIGH SCHOOLS, FALL, 1990 9-12 

PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL, FALL, 1990 9-12 

PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT, FALL, 1990 9-12 

SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ. 1990-91 9-12 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES 9-12 9-12 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 9-12 















21 


1 


2 


16 


0. 


5 












21 


1 


14 


16 


1 


44 














88 


2 


4 


81 


2 


2 












88 


0. 


23 


81 


0 


48 














137 


1 


6 


124 


1 


5 












137 


0. 


31 


124 


0 


77 














16 


1 


7 


13 


1 


5 












16 


0. 


44 


13 


0 


23 














102 


2 


4 


95 


2 


2 












102 


0. 


22 


95 


0 


45 


1 15 


1 


0 


106 


0 


9 


203 


1 


5 


172 


1 


2 


1 15 


0 


51 106 


0 


53 


203 


0 


47 


172 


0 


69 


21 


1 


2 


19 


1 


2 


42 


1 


4 


34 


1 


2 


21 


0 


00 19 


0 


00 


42 


0 


29 


34 


0 


56 


23 


0 


8 


21 


0 


4 


49 


1 


6 


43 


0 


8 


23 


0. 


87 21 


1 


14 


49 


1 


04 


43 


1 


70 


367 


1 


7 


360 


1 


6 


433 


1 


6 


309 


1 


4 


367 


0 


37 360 


0 


34 


433 


0. 


40 


309 


0 


65 


3874 


3 


0 


3884 


3 


0 


5218 


2 


9 


5185 


2 


8 


3874 


0 


013884 


0 


02 


5218 


0 


04 


5185 


0 


18 


176 


2 


3 


179 


2 


3 


251 


2 


1 


252 


1 


8 


176 


0 


34 179 


0 


22 


251 


0 


31 


252 


0 


47 


132 


3 


3 


135 


3 


3 


225 


3 


2 


226 


3 


2 


132 


0 


08 135 


0 


01 


225 


0 


05 


226 


0 


15 


29 


2 


1 


28 


2 


2 


60 


2 


0 


56 


1 


5 


29 


0 


59 28 


0 


14 


60 


0 


40 


56 


1 


05 


23 


0 


9 


24 


1 


0 


46 


1 


5 


37 


1 


6 


23 


0 


43 24 


0 


38 


46 


0 


50 


37 


0 


4 1 


27 


1 


6 


25 


1 


3 


50 


1 


5 


41 


1 


3 


27 


0 


41 25 


0 


40 


50 


0 


24 


41 


1 


07 


4 16 


3 


3 


416 


3 


4 


590 


3 


3 


589 


3 


2 


4 16 


0 


00 4 16 


0 


01 


590 


0 


03 


589 


0 


17 


317 


2 


4 


329 


2 


3 


580 


2 


.2 


595 


1 


9 


317 


0 


17 329 


0 


26 


580 


0 


24 


595 


0 


69 


1 199 


2 


2 


1 166 


2 


1 


1588 


2 


. 1 


<391 


2 


0 


1 199 


0 


321 166 


0 


30 


1588 


0 


34 


1391 


0 


64 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 
SPRING, 1991 
TABLE 4 - PROGRESS INDICATORS 



08/04/91 



F'S 



GPA^S 



vo 



PROGRAM 



GRADE FALL 89 
LEVELS N % 



SPRING 90 
N % 



FALL 90 
N % 



SPRING 91 
N % 



FALL 89 
N % 



SPRING 90 
N % 



FALL 90 
N % 



SPRING 91 
N % 



ANDREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 

ANDREWS VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOO 

GALINDO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 

GALINDO VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOO 

LANGFORD ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 

LANGFORD VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME 5CH0 

COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM. 1990-91 

PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 

PATTON VALID ROSE 1390/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 

LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91. GRADES K-6 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91, GRADES K-6 

TEACH AND REACH. MATH SERVED, 1990-91 

TEACH AND REACH. READING SERVED, 1990-91 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS. 1990-91 

'89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS - LOW MATH - 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS. 1990-91 

LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990 91 . GRADES 6-8 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91. GRADES 6-8 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 

KEALING MAGNET. 1990-91 

BP - AUSTIN-BLOCK COURSES, FALL, 1990 

BP - CROCKETT -SUCCFSS. FALL. 1990 

BP - JOHNSTON-RENAISSANCE, FALL, 1990 

BP - LANIER-CONNECTIONS. FALL, 1990 

PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT, 1990-91 

PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM, 1990-91 

BP - REAGAN-BLOCK COURSES, FALL, 1990 

BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL, FALL. 1990 

CVAE SENIOR HIGH, FALL. 1990 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 

LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91. GRADES 9-12 

LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNSTON, 1990-91 

MENTOR HTGH SCHOOLS. FALL. 1990 

PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL. FALL, 1990 

PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT. FALL, 1990 

SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ. 1990-91 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 19909 1. GRADES 9-12 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 



EK-5 

EK-5 

EK-5 

EK-5 

EK-5 

EK-5 

EK-6 

K-5 

K-5 



PK-6 
2-6 



6 


-8 


749 


0. 


93 


709 


0. 


96 


678 


1 . 


00 639 


1 . 


10 


753 


79 


4 


731 


79. 


2 


685 


80. 


1 


646 


79 


8 


6 


-8 


2366 


0. 


072359 


0. 


08 


38 11 


0 


1 13785 


0. 


192366 


90 


1 


2360 


89. 


8 


381 1 


89. 


5 


3785 


89 


0 


6 


-8 


1 14 


0. 


79 


107 


1 . 


03 


175 


1 . 


18 161 


1 . 


10 


116 


80. 


1 


1 15 


79. 


3 


177 


79. 


4 


163 


79 


7 


6 


-8 


260 


0. 


83 


246 


0. 


66 


599 


0 


67 580 


0. 


61 


263 


80 


6 


257 


82 


4 


601 


82 


0 


581 


83 


3 


6 


-8 


879 


0. 


84 


814 


0. 


73 


1383 


0. 


721304 


0. 


67 


883 


79 


8 


841 


80 


5 


1401 


80 


9 


1314 


81 


3 


7 


-8 


320 


0. 


16 


318 


0 


13 


437 


0. 


23 435 


0. 


41 


320 


89 


2 


318 


89 


1 


437 


86 


7 


435 


86 


0 


9 
















21 


2. 


62 16 


3. 


00 














21 


68. 


7 


16 


59 


4 


9 
















88 


0 


98 8 1 


1 


01 














88 


77 


5 


81 


75 


3 


9 
















137 


2 


44 124 


1 


97 














137 


69. 


8 


123 


71 


2 


9 
















16 


2 


19 13 


2 


46 














16 


69 


5 


13 


69 


2 


9 
















102 


0 


96 95 


0 


98 














102 


77 


9 


95 


76 


2 


9 




1 15 


3. 


32 


106 


3 


39 


203 


2 


19 172 


2 


30 


110 


63 


1 


105 


61 


9 


198 


68 


3 


160 


67 


5 


9 


- 10 


21 


3 


57 


19 


3 


58 


42 


2 


62 34 


2 


76 


21 


64 


5 


19 


65 


5 


42 


69 


1 


34 


66 


0 


9 


-10 


23 


3 


04 


21 


3 


24 


49 


1 


37 43 


2 


14 


23 


63 


4 


20 


59 


7 


46 


72 


6 


40 


67 


1 


9 


-12 


367 


1 


92 


360 


2 


21 


433 


1 


6 2 309 


1 


38 


362 


71 


1 


358 


68 


5 


420 


69 


2 


286 


70 


.5 


9 


-12 


3874 


0 


163884 


0 


18 


5218 


0 


255185 


0 


263873 


86 


6 


3883 


86 


5 


521 1 


86 


2 


5171 


86 


.0 


9 


-12 


176 


0 


97 


179 


1 


1 1 


251 


1 


27 252 


1 


48 


r4 


77 


6 


178 


77 


3 


249 


75 


8 


249 


73 


6 


9 


-12 


132 


0 


14 


135 


0 


17 


225 


0 


20 226 


0 


23 


132 


86 


9 


135 


87 


2 


225 


86 


1 


226 


86 


. 1 


9 


-12 


29 


1 


17 


28 


1 


1 1 


60 


1 


52 56 


1 


68 


29 


76 


3 


28 


75 


8 


59 


74 


6 


53 


73 


.5 


9 


-12 


23 


3 


43 


24 


3 


54 


46 


2 


.48 37 


2 


00 


23 


63 


3 


24 


62 


0 


46 


68 


6 


36 


69 


.6 


9 


-12 


27 


2 


22 


25 


2 


80 


50 


2 


.26 4 1 


1 


98 


26 


70 


.3 


25 


66 


6 


50 


68 


1 


39 


68 


6 


9 


-12 


416 


0 


19 


416 


0 


12 


590 


0 


.21 589 


0 


17 


416 


86 


.8 


416 


87 


3 


590 


87 


2 


589 


87 


. 2 


9 


- 12 


317 


0 


99 


329 


1 


1 1 


680 


1 


14 695 


1 


29 


315 


78 


.6 


328 


77 


.9 


575 


77 


6 


585 


76 


. 1 


9 


-12 


1 199 


1 


241 166 


1 


32 


1588 


1 


.281391 


1 


021 187 


75 


.7 


1 160 


75 


.3 


1569 


76 


0 


1342 


77 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 
SPRING. 1991 
TABLE 5 - PROGRESS INOICATORS 



PROGRAM GRAOE 6TH 6 WKS 

LEVELS DROPOUTS 



% 


ANOREWd ENROLLMENT ON OK BY 10/0/90 


t K 




n 
\j . 


n 


ANOREWS vALIO ROSE 1990/1991 AT bAMb oLMUU', 


IT 1/ 

t K 


- K 


n 


n 


GALINOO ENROLLMENT UN OK oY lU/D/^U 




□ 


n 


n 


GALINOO vALIU KUOC itI^U/I^^i A I oAMt oLnUUL 




□ 


n 


n 


LANbrUriU CNKULLMCNI UN UK BY lU/O/yU 


C IN 




n 


n 

V-/ 


LANGFORO VALIO ROSE lyyu/iyyi Ai bAMt oLnUUL 






n 


n 


COMMUNITY MENTOR rKUbKAM, lyyu^yi 


PI/ 


.ft 


n 


n 


PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR dY 1U/0/90 


Is 


3 


n 


n 


rATTON VALIO KObE lyyu/l^^l AI dAMt bLnUUL 




c 

o 


n 


n 


LEP PARENT UtNIALb, i^^U ^ ■ , bKAUtb K b 


f\ 


o 


n 


n 


SERVED LEP STUOtNTb, 1990-91 , GRAOtb Kb 




D 


r\ 
U . 


n 


TEACH ANO REACH, MATH bERVEO, lyyu^yi 


K 


O 


n 
\j . 


n 


TEACH ANO REACH, READING bLKVbO , lyyu^yi 


fS 


c 
O 


n 


n 


SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 


rK 


b 


u . 


u 


GIFTED AND TALENTED bTUDcNTb , i990"9i 


O - 


D 






89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS • LOW MATH - 88-89 


D 


o 
o 




Q 


GIFTED ANO TALENTED bTUDcNTb, lyyu-yi 


D 


o 

Cj 






LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, GKAOtb b-H 


D 


a 
u 


A 




SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91 , bKAUtb b-H 


D 


o 
o 


o 


Q 


SPECIAL EDUCATION bTUOcNTb, lyyu-yi 


D 


o 
o 


q 

t3 . 


Q 


KEALING MAGNET, 1990-91 


/ 


Q 

o 


rv 


r\ 

, U 


BP - AUSTIN-BLOCK COURSES, FALL, 1990 


y 




Zo . 


, b 


BP - CROCKETT -SUCCESS , FALL, 1990 


y 




•7 

/ . 


, y 


BP - JOHNSTON -RENAI SSANCE , FALL, 1990 


y 




4 a 

1 o . 


. J 


BP - LANI ER-CDNNECTIDNS , FALL, 1990 


y 




OT 
^ / . 


, J 


PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT, 1^390 91 


Q 




o . 


O 
. O 


PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM, 1990-91 


y 




o o 

, 


> U 


BP - REAGAN-BLOCK LUUKbtb, rALL, lyyu 


q - 


in 


1 d 




BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL, FALL, 1990 


9- 


10 


18 


.9 


CVAE SENIOR HIGH, FALL, 1990 


9- 


12 


27 


.7 


GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 


9- 


12 


0 


.6 


LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, GRADES 9-12 


9- 


12 


8 


.0 


LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNSTON, 1990-91 


9- 


12 


0 


.0 


MENTOR HIGH SCHOOLS, FALL, 1990 


9- 


12 


4 


.7 


PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL, FALL, 1990 


9- 


12 


27 


.8 


PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT, FALL, 1990 


9- 


12 


17 


.0 


SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ, 1990-91 


9- 


12 


0 


.2 


SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES 9-12 


9- 


12 


5 


.4 


SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 


9- 


12 


14 


.2 
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0.3 

0.3 

1 . 2 

0.0 
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8.0 

4.8 

2.6 
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10. 1 
16.8 
22.7 

9.7 
18.3 
14.0 
22.6 
11.1 

1.4 
13.6 

0.9 
14. 1 
20.4 
13.2 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 

SPRING, 1991 
TABLE 6 - ACHIEVEMENT INOICATORS 
ITBS/TAP MEOIAN PERCENTILES 
REAOING COMPREHENSION 



08/04/91 



PROGRAM 



GRADE 
LEVELS 



ANDREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10 EK-5 
ANOREWS VALIO ROSE 1990/1991 A EK-5 
GALINOO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10 EK-5 
GALINOO VALIO ROSE 1990/1991 A EK-5 
LANGFORO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 1 EK-5 
LANGFORO VALIO ROSE 1990/1991 EK-5 
COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM. 1990 EK-6 
PATTON EK'ROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/ K-5 
PATTON VALIO ROSE 1990/1991 AT K-5 
LEP PARENT OENIALS. 1990-91, G K-6 
SERVEO LEP STUOENTS. 1990-91, K-6 
TEACH ANO REACH, MATH SERVEO, K-6 
TEACH ANO REACH, REAOING SERVE K-6 
SPECIAL EDUCATION STUOENTS, 19 PK-6 
GIFTEO ANO TALENTED STUOENTS, 2-6 
'89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS 6-8 
GIFTED AND TALENTED STUOENTS, 6-8 
LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, G 6-8 
SERVED LEP STUOENTS, 1990-91, 6-8 
SPECIAL EDUCATION STUOENTS, 19 6-8 
KEALING MAGNET, 1990-91 7-8 
BP - AUSTIN-BLOCK COURSES, FAL 9 
BP - CROCKETT-SUCCESS, FALL, 1 9 
BP - JOHNSTON-RENAISSANCE, FAL 9 
BP - LANIER-CONNECTIONS, FALL, 9 
PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT, 199 9 
PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM, 199 9 
BP - REAGAN-BLOCK COURSES. FAL 9-10 
BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL. FALL. 1990 9~10 
CVAE SENIOR HIG!H. FALL. 1990 9-12 
GIFTEO AND TALENTED STUOENTS. 9-12 
LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91, G 9-12 
LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNST 9-12 
MENTOR HIGH SCHOOLS. FALL'. 199 9-12 
PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL. FALL 9-12 
PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT, FAL 9-12 
SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ. 1990-9 9-12 
SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91. 9-12 
SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 19 9-12 



1 




2 




3 




4 




5 




N %ILE 


N %IL£ 


N %ILE 


N %ILE 


N %ILE 


91 


42 


88 


32 


108 


27 


103 


25 


88 


20 










38 


41 


45 


42 


40 


27 


1 fi 


51 


81 


50 


100 


37 


77 


43 


72 


36 






3 


45 


46 


49 


43 


53 


39 


37 


62 


36 


82 


35 


64 


42 


63 


30 


54 


52 










28 


36 


34 


41 


29 


62 


20 


15 


126 


24 


1 17 


25 


20 


38 


14 


31 


160 


74 


156 


79 


157 


67 


154 


65 


170 


67 






1 


20 


1 10 


70 


121 


66 


121 


67 


47 


34 


35 


28 


29 


21 


28 


17 


24 


14 


445 


23 


468 


20 


397 


22 


331 


14 


272 


13 






30 


29 


195 


32 


117 


25 


216 


27 


2 


44 


86 


28 


119 


31 


189 


25 


188 


27 


229 


26 


256 


27 


292 


25 


251 


23 


211 


25 






828 


86 


1050 


79 


1313 


76 


1228 


78 



GRADE 

S 

%ILE N 



7 

%ILE 



8 

N %ILE 



9 

%ILE 



10 

%ILE 



11 

%ILE 



12 

%ILE 



O 



3 
49 



16 
11 



26 


26 


1 


44 










139 


79 














2 


16 


55 


23 


585 


30 


2 


47 


991 


76 


1389 


76 


1386 


80 


1 1 


85 


38 


24 


63 


13 


52 


15 






175 


9 


162 


10 


154 


10 






201 


16 


233 


15 


233 


17 










224 


82 


207 


89 







86 



10 


19 














71 


33 














100 


23 














10 


12 














85 


33 














97 


26 


12 


31 




73 






24 


20 


1 


46 










29 


39 


1 


46 










72 


30 


50 


28 


30 


17 


25 


19 


1284 


78 


1358 


BO 


1253 


78 


1084 


73 


63 


19 


39 


20 


33 


15 


45 


19 


86 


79 


77 


82 


57 


88 


1 


65 


25 


31 


3 


51 


10 


49 


7 


59 


23 


41 


3 


39 


2 


27 


2 


17 


31 


51 


2 


69 






1 


38 


168 


83 


168 


87 


126 


85 


1 10 


78 


216 


6 


125 


9 


86 


7 


50 


18 


257 


20 


161 


23 


99 


20 


77 


19 
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GRADE 1 
LEVELS N %ILE 



GENESYS CROSS'PROGRAM COMPARISON 

SPRING. 1991 
TABLE 7 - ACHIEVEMENT INOICATORS 
ITBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES 
MATH TOTAL 

GRAOE 

23456789 10 
N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE 



08/04/91 



1 1 

N %ILE 



12 
N %ILE 



O 
• 

CO 



o 



ANOREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10 


EK 


-5 


92 


56 


87 


47 


107 


31 


101 


27 


ANDREWS VALID ROSE 1990/1991 A 


EK 


-5 










38 


43 


45 


43 


GALINDO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10 


EK 


-5 


114 


56 


81 


70 


102 


51 


77 


50 


GALINOO VALIO ROSE 1990/1991 A 


EK 


-5 






3 


68 


46 


63 


43 


51 


LANGFORO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 1 


EK 


-5 


61 


41 


82 


43 


63 


46 


63 


33 


LANGFORD VALID ROSE 1990/1991 


EK 


-5 










27 


50 


34 


39 


COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM, 1990 


EK 


-6 


22 


30 


133 


38 


126 


24 


22 


41 


PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/ 


K- 


5 


160 


75 


159 


84 


157 


75 


154 


70 


PATTON VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT 


K- 


5 






1 


B2 


1 10 


76 


121 


69 


LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91. G 


K- 


6 


48 


43 


37 


48 


30 


17 


29 


12 


SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91, 


K- 


6 


545 


33 


522 


44 


408 


26 


343 


23 


TEACH AND REACH, MATH SERVED, 


K- 


6 






31 


39 


196 


35 


1 19 


25 


TEACH AND REACH. READING SERVE 


K- 


6 


2 


37 


87 


36 


1 19 


35 


191 


31 


SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 19 


PK 


-6 


261 


30 


313 


39 


346 


22 


303 


21 


GIFTED AND TALENTCD STUDENTS. 


2- 


6 






830 


93 


1052 


86 


1315 


88 


'89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS 


6- 


8 


















GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 


6- 


8 


















LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91, G 


6- 


8 


















SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, 


6- 


8 


















SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 19 


6- 


8 


















KEALING MAGNET. 1990-91 


7- 


8 


















BP - AUSTIN-BLOCK COURSES. FAL 


9 




















BP - CROCKETT-SUCCESS. FALL, 1 


9 




















BP - JOHNSTON-RENAISSANCE. FAL 


9 




















BP - LANIER-CDNNECTIDNS. FALL, 


9 




















PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT. 199 


9 




















PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM, 199 


9 




















BP - REAGAN-BLOCK COURSES, FAL 


9- 


10 


















BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL. FALL, 1990 


9- 


10 


















CVAE SENIOR HIGH. FALL, 1990 


9- 


12 


















GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS. 


9- 


12 


















LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, G 


9- 


12 


















LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNGT 


9- 


12 


















MENTOR HIGH SCHOOLS, FALL, 199 


9- 


12 


















PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL. FALL 


9- 


12 


















PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT. FAL 


9- 


12 


















SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ, 1990-9 


9- 


12 


















SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, 


9- 


12 


















SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 19 


9- 


12 



















88 
40 
73 
39 
56 
29 
16 
171 
121 
26 
287 
215 
187 
245 
1231 



22 
35 
39 
37 
41 
56 
31 
74 
77 
21 
24 
27 
28 
18 
85 



4 
49 



18 
19 



26 


31 


1 


44 










139 


83 














1 


1 


55 


18 


580 


18 


3 


11 


991 


82 


1389 


77 


1379 


76 


11 


78 


38 


27 


64 


18 


52 


19 






175 


13 


165 


1 1 


154 


13 






214 


14 


245 


1 1 


229 


14 










226 


86 


207 


87 







97 



1 1 


16 














71 


28 














102 


20 














10 


11 














85 


33 














\)8 


22 


13 


32 




49 






25 


12 


1 


69 










30 


23 


1 


67 










76 


18 


51 


21 


29 


15 


25 


23 


1288 


75 


1356 


79 


1252 


81 


1088 


76 


67 


19 


39 


23 


34 


27 


46 


34 


87 


71 


77 


70 


57 


83 


1 


86 


25 


20 


3 


49 


10 


42 


7 


7 Oi -H 


23 


20 


3 


38 


2 


51 


2 


31 


48 


2 


71 






1 


91 


168 


83 


168 


87 


125 


89 


108 


219 


14 


126 


16 


88 


24 


51 


29 ^3 


259 


15 


164 


13 


99 


16 


78 


16 ^ 
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GENESYS CROSb-PROGRAH COMPARISON 

SPRING, 1991 
TABLE 8 - ACHIEVEMENT INOICATORS 
ITBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES 
COMPOSITE 



08/04/91 



PROGRAM 



GRAOE 1 
LEVELS N %ILE 



2 

%ILE 



3 

N %ILE 



4 

%ILE 



N 



GRAOE 

5 6 7 8 9 10 

%ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE N %ILE 



1 1 

%ILE 



12 

%ILE 



O 



ANDREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10 


EK 


-5 


91 


53 


86 


37 


107 


32 


98 


26 


ANDREWS VALID ROSE 1990/1991 A 


EK 


-5 










38 


49 


45 


42 


GALINDO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10 


EK 


-5 


1 14 


55 


81 


58 


98 


50 


77 


50 


GALINOO VALID ROSE 1990/1991 A 


EK 


-5 






3 


53 


46 


58 


43 


58 


LANGFORD ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 1 


EK 


-5 


61 


35 


82 


39 


61 


55 


61 


36 


LANGFORO VALID ROSE 1990/1991 


EK 


-5 










27 


52 


34 


45 


COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM. 1990 


EK 


-6 


18 


26 


126 


22 


1 14 


27 


20 


4 1 


PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/ 


K- 


5 


159 


78 


156 


83 


153 


78 


152 


71 


PATTON VALIO ROSE 1990/1991 AT 


K- 


5 






1 


53 


1 10 


79 


121 


70 


LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91, G 


K- 


6 


47 


39 


35 


36 


28 


15 


27 


20 


SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91. 


K- 


6 


428 


25 


450 


22 


378 


25 


329 


16 


TEACH AND REACH, MATH SERVED. 


K- 


6 






3C 


39 


190 


37 


115 


31 


TEACH AND REACH. READING SERVE 


K- 


6 


2 


54 


86 


37 


1 14 


35 


185 


32 


SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 19 


PK 


-6 


222 


31 


250 


32 


269 


27 


229 


21 


GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 


2- 


6 






826 


92 


1046 


87 


1307 


85 


'89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS 


6- 


8 


















GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 


6- 


8 


















LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91. G 


6- 


8 


















SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91. 


6- 


8 


















SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 19 


6- 


8 


















KEALING MAGNET, 1990-91 


7- 


8 


















BP - AUSTIN-BLOCK COURSES, FAL 


9 




















BP - CROCKETT-SUCCESS, FALL, 1 


9 




















BP - JOHNSTON-RENAISSANCE, FAL 


9 




















BP - LANIER-CDNNECTIDNS, FALL, 


9 




















PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT. 199 


9 




















PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM, 199 


9 




















BP - REAGAN-BLOCK COURSES. FAL 


9- 


10 


















BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL. FALL. 1990 


9- 


10 
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4 
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0. 


8 


0. 


2 
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54 


2. 


2 


3.5 


1 


3 


0. 


1 
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3 


64 


3. 


3 


4.0 


0. 


7 


0. 


1 


0.0 
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4 


53 


3. 


9 


4.9 


1 


1 


0. 


2 


0. 1 
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5 


57 


4 


5 


5.6 
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0 


0. 


2 
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3 


2 


4 
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1 


1 


0. 
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3 


46 


3 


3 
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0 


7 


0. 


2 
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4 


43 


3 


9 
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1 


1 


0. 


2 


0. 1 
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5 


38 


4 


4 
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1 
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0. 


2 


0.0 
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0. 
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4 
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7 
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0. 
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5 


28 


5 


1 
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3 


83 


2 


7 
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0 


6 


0. 


1 
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4 


14 


4 


1 
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0 


7 


0. 


3 
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5 


6 


4 


8 
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1 


3 


0. 


5 


0. 2 
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2 
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4 
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3 
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1 
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5 
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- .8 




-t^ m 


2 


1 


3 


5 


0 


1 


1 . 


1 


♦ 
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5 
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0.0 
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3 
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13 


2 
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3 
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3 
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5 


15 


3 


.9 
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1 


.0 
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3 


4 
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2 
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.6 
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1 
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- . 1 
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ANDREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 



ANDREWS VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 



GALINDD ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 



GALINOO VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 



LANGFDRD ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 



LANGFORD VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 



COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM. 1990-91 



PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 



PATTON VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 



LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91. GRADES K-6 



SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91. GRADES K-6 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 08/04/91 

SPRING. 1991 
TABLE 10A - ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 
ROSE RESULTS FOR MATH 
ELEMENTARY PROGRAMS 

PRETEST POSTTEST CRITICAL OVER/UNOER 

GRADE N GE GE GAIN VALUE ACTUAL SIGNIFICANCE 



o 



TEACH AND REACH. MATH SERVED. 1990-91 



TEACH ANO REACH, READING SERVED. 1990-91 



SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 



GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 



3 
4 
5 
6 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



85 
76 
81 
17 
24 

148 
90 

176 

65 
96 
144 
164 

30 
33 
13 
13 
2 

735 
933 
1 169 
1086 
125 



2.6 
3.2 
3.9 
4.9 
1.8 
2.8 
3.3 
4.2 

1 .7 
2.8 
3.4 
4.2 



,5 
6 
. 2 
,7 
,4 
0 
. 1 
.8 
.9 
.4 



2.8 
3.3 
4.3 
5. 1 

2.4 
3. 1 
4.2 
4.4 
6.8 
4.2 
4.9 
6.0 
7.2 
8. 1 



0.6 
1 . 1 
1.0 
0.8 
1.0 
0.7 
0.9 
0.8 

1.0 
0.6 
0.9 
0.9 

o!9 

0.5 
1.0 

0.7 
1.5 
1.2 

0.8 
1.2 
1.3 

0.7 



0. 1 
0. 1 
0. 1 
0.3 
0. 2 
0. 1 
0. 1 
0. 1 

0. 1 
0. 1 
0. 1 
0. 1 

0.2 
0. 2 
0.3 
0. 3 
0.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0. 1 



- . 1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

- . 1 
0.0 
0.0 

- . 2 

- . 1 

- . 1 
0.0 

- . 1 

- . 4 

- . 3 

- . 1 

- . 3 
0.3 
0. 1 
0. 1 
0. 1 
O. 1 

- . 1 
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0 
0 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 

SPRING, 1991 
TABLE 10B - ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 
ROSE RESULTS FOR MATH 
JUNIOR HIGH/MIDDLE SCHOOL PROGRAMS 

PRETEST POSTTEST 



08/04/91 



CRITICAL OVER/UNDER 







GRADE 


N 


GE 


GE 
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blbiVl r ILANLc 


'89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS - LOW MATH - 
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6 


1 
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4 . 


2 


-0 . f 


1 . 


2 


- . 1 








•J 


40 
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, 7 


6 . 


3 


f\ a. 

u . 0 


0. 


2 


. 4 


U 
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a 


490 


6 , 


, 4 


7 . 


2 


U . 0 


0 . 


1 


. 1 




GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 




6 


860 


•J 

7 . 


. 1 


8 . 


4 

1 


4 /^ 


y . 




f\ 4 


+ 






f 


1 1 73X3 


8 , 


.0 


9 . 


0 


1 . U 


0. 


0 


U . 1 
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O 


4 O yl Q 
1 J4 J 


9 , 


, 0 


9 . 


9 
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u . y 


0, 


0 


U . 1 


X 


LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91. GRADES 6-8 




6 


25 


5 


. 1 


6. 


0 


0. 8 


0. 


2 


r\ 4 

0. 1 


♦ 






7 


42 


5 


,6 


6. 


4 


/^ 0 
0 . 0 


0. 


2 


0. 0 
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8 


3b 


6 


,2 


7. 


1 


0.8 


0, 


,2 


-. 1 


0 


SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91, GRADES 6-8 




6 


48 


4 


.8 


5. 


6 


0. 7 


0, 


,2 


- . 1 


0 




7 


36 


5 


.5 


6. 


1 


0. 7 


0, 


2 


- . 1 


0 






8 


34 


6 


.2 


7 . 


1 


0.9 


0, 


,2 


0.0 


0 


SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 




6 


6 


5 


.2 


5. 


5 


0.3 


0. 


.5 


- . 6 


* 






7 


2 


5 


.6 


6. 


8 


1.2 


0. 


.9 


0.2 
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8 


8 


7 


. 1 


8. 


5 


1.4 


0. 


.4 


0.4 


* 


KEALING MAGNET. 1990-91 




6 
























7 


200 
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. 2 
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1 . 1 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 08/04/91 

SPRING, 1991 
TABLE IOC - ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 

ROSE RESULTS FOR MATH 

HIGH SCHOOL PROGRAMS 

PRETEST POSTTEST CRITICAL OVER/UNOER 

GRAOE N GE GE GAIN VALUE ACTUAL SIGNIFICANCE 



O 
CO 



ro 



BP - AUSTIN-BLOCK COURSES, FALL, 1990 

BP - CROCKETT-SUCCESS. FALL, 1990 

BP - JOHNSTON-RENAISSANCE. FALL. 1990 

BP - LANIER-CONNECTIONS. FALL. 1990 

PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT. 1990-91 

PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM. 1990-91 

BP " REAGAN-BLOCK COURSES. FALL, 1990 

BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL. FALL, 1990 

CVAE SENIOR HIGH, FALL, 1990 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 

LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, GRADES 9-12 

LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNSTDN. 1990-91 

MENTOR HIGH SCHOOLS. FALL. 1990 

1 3 
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8 
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7 . 1 
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7 
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0. 
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• 












12 








* 






• 












9 
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9 


56 


7 


4 
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0 


8 


0. 
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4 


— 
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1 1 
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9 


20 


7 


0 


7 . 6 


0 


6 


0. 


7 


— 


2 






10 


1 


14 


0 


13.4 


-0 


6 


3 . 


5 




2 






1 1 








• 
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9 


23 


7 


5 


8 . 4 


0 


9 


0 


6 


0 


2 
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1 1 
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9 


40 


7 


7 


8 . 5 


0 


8 


0 


5 


0 


0 


0 




10 


25 


8 


4 


8 . 8 


0 


4 


0 
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5 
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1 1 


15 


8 


2 


8 . 2 


0 


0 


0 
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12 


1 1 


10 


5 


10.9 


0 


4 


1 


2 


0 


1 




9 


1067 


9 


8 


13.1 


3 


3 


0 


1 


0 


3 




CO J> 
fD O 

n: 


10 


1 194 


13 


3 


14.6 


1 


3 


0 


1 


0 


2 




1 1 


1 103 


14 


8 


15.5 


0 


7 


0 


1 


0 


3 






12 


97 1 


15 


.5 


15.5 


0 


0 


0 


1 


0 


3 




m 


9 


38 


7 


1 


8.0 


0 


9 


0 


5 


0 


2 


0 


O -H 


10 


20 


8 


. 3 


8. 1 


-0 


2 


0 
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-h 

00 


1 1 


20 


10 


. 1 


10.5 


0 


1 


0 
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2 




12 


25 


1 1 


. 3 


12.5 


1 


2 


0 


8 


1 


0 




• 


9 


76 


9 


.5 


12.6 


3 


0 


0 


3 


0 


2 


0 




10 


65 


12 


.8 


13.6 


0 


8 


0 


4 




1 


0 




1 1 


52 


14 


.6 


15.4 


0 


7 


0 




0 


.3 


0 
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9 


18 


7 


.4 


8.8 


1 


3 


0 


7 


0 


. 2 
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1 


13 


. 2 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 

SPRING, 1991 
TABLE IOC - ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 

ROSE RESULTS FOR MATH 

HIGH SCHOOL PROGRAMS 

PRETEST POSTTEST 



08/04/91 



CRITICAL OVER/UNDER 



RADE 


N 


GE 


GE 




GAIN 


VALUE 


ACTUAL 


12 


5 


15, 


5 


15. 


2 


-0. 3 


1 . 


8 


0. 1 


9 


16 


7 


6 


7 . 


9 


0.3 


0. 


8 


- . 1 


10 


1 


6. 


8 


6. 


8 


0.0 


3. 


5 


0.0 


11 
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12 


1 


8 


0 


7 . 


4 


-0.6 


3 


9 


- . 2 


9 


21 


8 


6 


10. 


0 


1 .4 


0 


7 


- .5 


10 


2 


12 


3 


13. 


9 


1 .5 


2 


5 


0.4 
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• 


12 


1 


10 


2 


10. 


4 


0. 2 


3 


9 


- . 5 


9 


139 


10 


2 


14 . 


0 


3.7 


0 


3 


0. 3 


10 


156 


14 


5 


16 . 


0 


1 . 4 


0 


3 


0.5 


1 1 


1 19 


15 


9 


16 . 


5 


0.6 


0 


3 


0. 3 


12 


102 


16 


9 


17. 


1 


0.2 


0 


4 


0.7 


9 


24 


6 


8 


7. 


5 


0.7 


0 


6 


0. 1 


10 


12 


7 


9 


7. 


9 


0.0 


1 


0 


- .8 


11 


10 


8 


6 


9. 


0 


0.4 


1 


1 


- .5 


12 


16 


10 


1 


10. 


0 


-0. 1 


1 


0 


- .4 


9 


17 


8 


0 


8. 


6 


0.6 


0 


7 


- .9 


10 


3 


1 1 


5 


10. 


3 


-1.2 


2 


0 


-.2 
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12 


3 


10 


. 3 


10. 


0 


-0.2 


2 


3 


- . 1 



SIGNIFICANCE 
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• 
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PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL. FALL. 1990 



PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT, FALL. 1990 



SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ. 1990-91 



SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91. GRADES 9-12 



SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 
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ANDREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 



ANDREWS VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 



GALINDO ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 



GALINDO VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 



LANGFORD ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 



LANGFORD VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 



COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM. 1990-91 



PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 



PATTON VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 



LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, GRADtS K-6 



GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 08/04/91 

SPRING. 1991 
TABLE 11A - ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 
ROSE RESULTS FOP LANGUAGE 
ELEMENTARY PROGRAMS 

PRETEST POSTTEST CRITICAL OVER/UNDER 

GRADE N GE GE GAIN VALUE ACTUAL SIGNIFICANCE 
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VED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91, GRADES K-6 
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4 


63 


4 . 


5 


4 . 


9 


0. 


4 


0. 


2 


*" , 
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5 


51 


4 . 


7 


5 . 


4 


0. 


7 


0. 


2 


*" , 


2 


0 
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2 
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4 


43 


4 . 


7 


5. 


0 


0. 


3 


0. 


2 
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5 


37 


4 . 


8 


5 . 


5 


0. 


7 


0. 


2 


■ . 


1 


0 
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3 


1 


1 


6 


4 


2 


2 . 


6 


0. 


0 


- . 


5 


* 


4 


53 


4 


7 


5. 


5 


0. 


7 


0. 


2 


0. 


1 


0 


5 


57 


4 


8 


5 


9 


1 . 


0 


0. 


2 


0. 


0 


0 
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3 


1 


1 


6 


4 


2 


2 


6 


0. 


0 


~ . 


5 


* 


4 


43 


4 


8 


5 


6 


0 


8 


0. 


2 


0. 


1 


0 


5 


38 


4 


8 


5 


8 


1 


0 


0. 


2 


0. 


0 


0 
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4 


43 


4 


4 


4 


8 


0 


4 


0 
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4 


" 


5 


38 


5 


1 


6 


0 


0 


9 


0 


2 


- 


1 


0 
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3 


























4 


32 


4 


7 


5 


1 


0 


4 


0 


2 


- 


3 


~ 


5 


29 


5 


2 


6 


2 


1 


0 


0 


2 


0 


0 


0 
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3 


























4 


14 


4 


.8 


5 


3 


0 


5 


0 
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1 


* 


5 


6 


5 


. 3 


6 


4 


1 


1 


0 


5 


0 


1 
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3 


1 


2 


.6 


4 


.5 


1 


.9 


0 


0 


0 


1 




4 


140 


5 


. 2 


5 


. 8 


0 


6 


0 


1 


- 


2 


- 


5 


144 


5 


.9 


7 


. 1 


1 


. 3 


0 


1 


0 


0 


0 
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4 


121 


5 


.2 


5 


.8 


0 


.6 


0 


. 1 




.2 




5 
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5 


.9 


7 


.2 


1 


. 3 


0 


. 1 


0 


.0 


0 
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4 


1 1 


3 


. 7 


4 


. 3 


0 


.6 


0 


.4 
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5 


lb 


3 


.4 


4 


. 7 


1 


. 3 


0 


.3 


0 


.2 
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5 
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0 


.8 
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SPRING. 1991 
TABLE 11A - ACHIEVEMENT INOICATORS 
ROSE RESULTS FOR LANGUAGE 
ELEMENTARY PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM PRETEST POSTTEST CRITICAL OVER/UNOER P 

GRAOE N GE GE GAIN VALUE ACTUAL SIGNIFICANCE Ca) 







3 


2 


3. 


3 


3.9 


0. 


6 


0. 


0 




2 


* 






4 


74 


3. 


5 


4.3 


0. 


7 


0. 


2 




1 


0 






5 


81 


4. 


0 


5.0 


1 . 


0 


0. 


1 


0. 


0 


0 






6 


17 






5.2 


0. 


7 


0. 


3 


0. 


0 






TEACH ANO REACH. MATH SERVED. 1990-91 


2 
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3 


2 


3. 


3 


4 . 3 


1 . 


1 


0. 


0 




1 
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PROGRAM 



PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL. FALL, 1990 



PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT. FALL, 1990 



SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ, 1990-91 



SERVED LEP STUDENTS. 1990-91, GRADES 9-12 



SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 



GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 08/04/91 

SPRING. 1991 
TABLE 12C - ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 
ROSE RESULTS FOR WORK STUDY 
HIGH SCHOOL PROGRAMS 

PRETEST POSTTEST CRITICAL OVER/UNOER 

GRADE N GE GE GAIN VAlUE ACTUAL SIGNIFICANCE 
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GENESYS CRDSS-PRDURAM COMPARISON 

SPRING, 1991 
TABLE 13A - ACHIEVEMENT INOICATORS 
PERCENT MASTERING TEXAS ASSESSMENT OF ACAOEMIC SKILLS (TAAS) 

MATHEMATICS^ 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 

SPRING, 1991 
TABLE 13B - ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 
PERCENT MASTERING TEXAS ASSESSMENT OF ACADEMIC SKILLS (TAAS) 

READING 



08/04/91 



PROGRAM 



GRADE 



ANDREWS ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 

ANDREWS VALID ROSE 1i90/l991 AT SAME SCHOOL 

GALINDD ENROLLMENT 0^ OR BY *0/5/90 

GALINDO VALID ROSE 1130/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 

LANGFORD ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 

LANGFORD VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 

COMMUNITY MENTOR PROGRAM, 1990-91 

PATTON ENROLLMENT ON OR BY 10/5/90 

PATTON VALID ROSE 1990/1991 AT SAME SCHOOL 

LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, GRADES K-6 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES K-6 

TEACH AND REACH, MATH SERVED, 1990-91 

TEACH AND REACH, READING SERVED, 1990-91 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 

'89 MIDDLE SCHOOL 6TH GRADERS - LOW MATH - 88-89 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 

LEP PARENT DENIALS, 1990-91, GRADES 6-8 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES 6-8 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS, 1990-91 

KEALING MAGNET, 1990-91 

BP - AUSTIN-BLOCK COURSES. FALL, 1990 

BP - CRQCKETT-SUCCESS, FALL, 1990 

BP - JOHNSTON-RENAISSANCE, FALL, 1990 

BP - LANIER-CONNECTIONS, FALL, 1990 

PROJECT FIRST AT CROCKETT. 1990-91 

PROJECT FIRST AT MCCALLUM, 1990-91 

BP - REAGAN-BLOCK COURSES, FALL, 1990 

BP - TRAVIS-EXCEL» FALL, 1990 

CVAE SENIOR HIGH, FALL. 1990 

GIFTED AND TALENTED STUDENTS, 1990-91 

LEP PARENT DENIALS. 1990-91. GRADES 9-12 

LIBERAL ARTS ACADEMY AT JOHNSTON. 1990-91 

MENTOR HIGH SCHOOLS, FALL, 1990 

PEAK PROGRAM HIGH SCHOOL, FALL, 1990 

PROJECT TOUCH AT CROCKETT, FALL, 1990 

SCIENCE ACADEMY AT LBJ. 1990-91 

SERVED LEP STUDENTS, 1990-91, GRADES 9-12 

SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS. 1990-91 
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GENESYS CROSS-PROGRAM COMPARISON 

SPRING, 1991 
TABLE 13C - ACHIEVEMENT INOICATORS 
PERCENT MASTERING TEXAS ASSESSMENT OF ACAOEMIC SKILLS (TAAS) 
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ATTACHMENT 9 
(Page 1 of 2) 



GENESYS CROSSTABS 
(Available on Request) 

■Sex by Grade GRADE 
■Ethnicity by Grade 
■Low Income by Grade 
■LEP by Grade 

■Overage for Grade by Grade 
■Spacial Education by Grade 
•Gifted/Talented by Grade 
•Disciplined by Grade 
'Drop Status by Grade 
■Retained by Grade 

■Sex by Ethnicity ETHNICITY 

•Grade by Ethnicity 

•Low Income by Ethnicity 

•LEP by Ethnicity 

•Overage for Grade by Ethnicity 

•Special Education by Ethnicity 

•Gifted/Talented by Ethnicity 

•Disciplined by Ethnicity 

•Drop Status by Ethnicity 

•Retained by Ethnicity 

•TEAMS Reading Mastery by Ethnicity 

•TEAMS Math Mastery by Ethnicity 

•TEAMS Writing Mastery by Ethnicity 

-Sex by Drop Status DROP 

•Ethnicity by Drop status STATUS 

•Low Income by Drop Status 

•LEP by Drop Status 

•Overage for Grade by Drop Status 

•Special Education by Drop Status 

•Gifted/Talented by Drop Status 

•Disciplined by Drop Status 

•Retained by Drop Status 

•TEAMS Reading Mastery by Drop Status 

•TEAMS Math Mastery by Drop status 

■TEAMS Writing Mastery by Drop Status 

•Sex by Retained RETAINED 

•Ethnicity by Retained 

•Low Income by Retained 

•LEP by Retained 

•Overage for Grade by Retained 

"Special Education by Retained 

•Gifted/Talented by Retained 

•Disciplined by Retained 

•TEAMS Reading Mastery by Retained 

•TEAMS Math Mastery by Retained 

•TEAMS writing Mastery by Retained 
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ATTACHMENT 9 
(Page 2 of 2) 



•Sex by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

■Ethnicity by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

■Low Income by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

■LEP by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

•Overage for Grade by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

•Special Education by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

-Gifted/Talented by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

-Disciplined by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

-Retained by TEAMS Reading Mastery 

-Sex by TEAMS Math Mastery 

-Ethnicity by TEAMS Math Mastery 

-Low Income by TEAMS Math Masterv 

-LEP by TEAMS Math Mastery 

-Overage for Grade by TEAMS Math Mastery 

-Special Education by TEAMS Math Mastery 

-Gifted/Talented by TEAMS Math Mastery 

-Disciplined by TEAMS Math Mastery 

-Retained by TEAMS Math Mastery 

-Sex by TEAMS Writing Mastery 

-Ethnicity by TEAMS Writing Mastery 

-Low Income by TEAMS Writing Mastery 

-LEP by TEAMS Writing Mastery 

-Overage for Grade by TEAMS Writing Mastery 

-Special Education by TEAMS Writing Mastery 

-Gifted/Talented by TEAMS Writing Mastery 

-Disciplined by TEAMS Writing Mastery 

-Retained by TEAMS Writing Mastery 



TEAMS 

READING 

MASTERY 



TEAMS 

MATH 

MASTERY 



TEAMS 

WRITING 

MASTERY 



SEX 

F requency 
Percent 
Row Pet 



The SAS System 
TABLE OF SEX BY ETHNIC 
ETHNIC 



Co) Pet 


1b 












Total 


F 




9 




13 j 




8 ! 


30 




1 20 


45 


j 29 


55 


18 


18 


68 . 18 




30 


00 


43 


33 


26 


67 






1 75 


00 


I 59 


09 1 


80 


00 1 




M 




3 




^ i 




2 ' 


14 




1 ^ 


82 


j 20 


45 


4 


55 


31 . 82 




21 


43 


64 


29 


14 


29 






I 26 


00 


1 40 


91 j 


20 


00 1 




















Total 




12 




22 




10 


44 




27 


27 


50 


00 


22 


73 


100.00 
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lERiC 



GENESYS 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 

OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 
GENenc Evaluation SYStam 

PROGRAM/GROUP: aisd elementary students. 1990-91 



DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: 06/28/91 



Qracto PK K 1 2 3 4 8 6 
n Students: 2107 5954 6106 S802 5756 33S1 5110 724 



9 



10 



11 



12 



TOTAL 

37325 



# 18773 18138 
% 51 49 



Ethn«e«ty 
BUek Hispanic Other 

6962 13487 16462 
19 37 45 



Low 

XncoiM LEP 

19828 3987 

54 1 1 



Overage 
For Grade 

4656 
13 



Special 

Education 

4545 
12 



Qlfted/ 
Talented 

4634 
12 



PROGRESS INDICATORS 



Attendance 


Disciplined 




Credits 




F's # NO Grades QPA 


Fall 


Spring 


Fall 


Spring 




Fan Spring 


Fan 


Spring Fan Sprang Fan Spring 


90-91 * 36953 


37278 


85 


95 


# 








% 96.7 


95.5 


0.2 


0.3 


AVQ 








89-90 # 25455 


25852 


45 


1 1 1 










% 96.4 


96.0 


0. 1 


0.3 


AVQ 










OROPOUTS 












RETAZNEES 


6 Weeks: 




Octoijer: 




End of 


Year: 


0.7 Beginning of Year: 


1991 




1991 




SPRING. 


1991 


FALL. 1991 



PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990*91 



Number of 
Students 



Predicted Drooouts 
# Rate 



DROPOUT RATES 

Obtained Drooouts 
# Rate 



Obtained 
as a % of 
Predicted 



Fan, 1990 



Sprlr^t 1991 



Annual. 1991 



Definitions: 

The PRRDXCTCD DROPOUT RATE for a program/ group Is the sum of the drooout risk probability for each 
student in the group divided by the nunber of students In the group (N). 

The DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a student Is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
membership In one of 22 different risk categories > (The risk categories are detailed In the current 
GENESYS report . ) 

The RISK FACTOR for a given risk category Is the percentage of students in that risk category who 
dropped out. Expressed as a rate, the risk factor Is a two decimal -place numeral. For example, 
if 48.75% of the students in a particular risk category dropped out, the risk factor for a student 
in that category would be 48.75. 

The OBTAINRD DROPOUT RATE for a program/group is the actual percentage of students who dropped out. 

The OBTAINED AS A % OF PREDICTED statistic is calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and muUiplying by 100. 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 2 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: Also elementary students. 1990-91 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 









-ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 








jEI^I KS^^I^S Grada 


XTBS/TAP 
1 2 


yenT AM 
3 


PERCENTILES. 
4 9 


8 7 


8 


9 


10 11 12 


Raadl na Cowpf hwia Ion 


49 


56 


45 


46 




55 








Miiii^Mr o# students 


5245 


5087 


5060 


4714 


4498 


648 








^ Tn^al 


56 


66 


53 


52 


5 1 












5377 


5187 


5120 


4768 


4534 


O 9 1 








WOU^AIB 1 \m 


57 


61 


57 


52 














5182 


5040 


4981 


4664 














ROPE, SPRXNQ 1990 TO 


CBBTAl/9 


^''1 MEAN 


GRADE 


EQUIVALENT 


Qrad« 


2 


3 


4 


5 


m 

0 


7 8 


9 


10 


1 1 12 






















Mufl^sar o# Students 


3678 


3727 


3494 


3400 


^ 1 6 










1990 oraos cCfUivaisnx 


2.0 


3.2 


4.0 


5.0 


V . O 










199 1 viracM cquivaivnx 


3.2 


4.0 


5.0 


6.0 


7 1 










oa 1 n 


1 .2 


0.8 


1 .0 


1 . 1 


1 O 

1 . \J 










wVBr/ ui war rrvaicxiia 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


n n 
u . u 










rrograM cttvcxi wtmbs 


0 


0 


0 


0 


n 










Kangv Tor w 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 










mm 1 nBmA 1 i w9 






















3686 


3728 


3476 


3394 


C% 1 Q 










1990 oracM sc|uivaianx 


2. 1 


3.3 


4.0 


5.0 


Cs A 
Q . *t 










1991 Qrads cc|uivaianx 


3.3 


4.0 


5 . 1 


6. 1 


7 










yam 


1 .2 


0. 7 


1 . 1 


1 . 1 


u . ^ 










wwr/unosT* rrMiicxaa 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


r\ n 
\J . u 










rrograM Effect ivan#ss 


0 


0 


0 


0 












RanQa Tor o 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0 . 0 






























i^wNwwn WT «%iJN^Bn%a 






3484 


3388 


S 1 fl 
3 1 O 










1990 uradtt cc|uivaianx 






4.7 


5.3 


o . o 










1991 QraM ec|uivaianx 






5. 5 


6.4 


7 7 










(jam 






0.8 


1 . 1 


U . 3 










ovar/uncMr rraaicxM 






0.0 


0.0 


u . u 










rrograai ct faoxivanuss 






0 


0 












Nan9v Tor w i*/*) 






0.0 


0.0 


n 1 










wufuv aiuiiT 


























3474 


3389 


520 










1990 Qradtt Equlvalant 






4.0 


5.0 


ft A 










1991 Qrada Equlvalant 






5. 1 


6.0 


7 . 2 










Qam 






1 . 1 


1.0 


f\ Q 

0 . 3 










Ovar/Undar Pradletad 






0.0 


0.0 


0.0 










Program Ef faetlvanass 






0 


0 


O 










Ranga for 0 (♦/-) 






0.0 


0.0 


U . 1 










TAAS PERCEffT 










KEY 


Qrada 


3 


5 




7 






WRXTXNQ 




















Numbar of Studants 




4950 


4292 














Mastary Laval 




67 


81 










ITBS 


* I0W4 Tests of 8asic Skills 


Aeadaiale Racognltlon 




5 


6 










TAP 


> Tests of Achievement dnd 


REAOXNQ 


















Proficiency 


Numbar of Students 




4955 


4318 










ROPE 


< neport On Program 


Maatary Laval 




84 


69 












Effectiveness 


AcadaiKle Racognltlon 




48 


36 








, 


• 


« Number of Students is 


MATHEMATICS 


















Too Smell for Analysis 


Numbar of Studants 




5018 


4361 












« Positive Impact 


Maatary Laval 




86 


60 












< Negative impact 


Acadamic Racognltlon 




34 


19 










0 


* No Impact 


PASSING ALL 
















TAAS 


> Texas Assessment of 


TESTS TAKEN 


















Academtc Skills 


Numbar of Studants 




5088 


4417 










1 




Mastary Laval 




62 


52 














Acadamic Racognltlon 




3 


3 
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ERIC 



GENESYS 

GENeric Evaluation SYS tarn 
PROGRAM/GROUP: Also mioole/ounior high students. 1990-91 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 



PRINT DATE: 06/28/91 



' DEMOGRAPHICINDICATORS . ' 




Qrad« PK 


K 1 


2 3 


4 S 


6 7 


8 9 10 11 


12 TOTAL 




Stuctents: 






3983 4471 


4081 


12543 




S«x 


ethnicity 


Low 




Qvarag« Special 


Qlf tad/ 




Mala Ftmlfl 


Black Hispanic OtNir 


I ncoM 


Lep 


For Qrad« education 


Talantad 




6412 6129 2628 4278 


5635 


5552 


591 


3248 1421 


4161 


% 


51 49 


21 34 


45 


44 


5 


26 1 1 


33 








PROGRESS INDICATORS 




> 




Att«n0ane« 


Olseipnn«d 


CnKllts 




F's # No QradM 


QPA 




Fall Spring 


Pall Spring 


Fall 


Spring 


Pall 


Spring Fall Spring 


Fall Spring 


90-91 


# 12428 12523 


688 831 






12234 


11812 


12298 11864 




% 94.8 92.7 


S.S 6.6 


AVQ 




0.51 


0.58 


84.3 8..1 


89-90 


* 1 1087 1 1234 


409 477 






7079 


6852 


7093 6'348 




% 96.0 94.7 


3.3 3.8 


AVQ 




0.51 


0.52 


84.1 84.0 




OROPOUTS 










ReTAZNees 




6th 


a WMks: 3.4 


OctolMir: 




end of 


Y«ar: 


3.7 Beginning of Yoar: 




1991 


1991 




SPRING. 


1991 


FALL. 199t 





Fall . 1990 



Spring, i99i 



Annual » 1991 



of 

Students 

12543 



PReOZCreD and OBTAZNeO 1990-91 



Pradlctad Oropouts 
# Rata 



DROPOUT RATeS 

Obtalnad Dropouta 
# Rata 



Obtalnad 
as a % of 
Pradlctad 



Oaf Inltlons: 

Tha PReOZCreD dropout RATe for a program/group Is tha sum of tha dropout risk pro bability for aach 
studant in tna group divldad by tha numbar of studants In tha group (N). 

Tha DROPOUT RZSK PROBABZtlTY for a Studant Is basad on tha risk f so tor assoclatad with tha studant 's 
nta w barship In ona of 22 diffarant risk cataoorl aa . (Tha risk catagoriaa ara datallad In tha currant 
oeNeSYS raport. ) 

Tha RZSK FACTOR for a givan risk eataoorv la tha parcantaga of studants in that risk catagory who 
droppad out. exprassad as a rata, tha risk factor is a two daelmal -placa numaral. For axampla, 
If 49.75% of tha studants in a particular risk catagory droppad out, tha risk factor for a studant 
in that catagory would ba 48. 7S. 

Tha OBTAZNeo DROPOUT RATB for a program/group Is tha actual parcantaga of studants who droppad out. 

Tha 0BTAZN6D AS A % OF PReDZCTBD statistic Is calculatad by dividing tha pradlctad rata by tha 
obtalnad rata and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: Also middle/junior high students, 1990-91 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 



ERIC 



GENESYS 

RMding Comprehension 
NuinlMir of Students 



XTBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES, 
1 2 3 4 5 



8 

40 

3555 



7 8 

46 50 
3969 3G39 



10 



11 



12 



Mathematics Total 






42 


42 


44 


Numfeier of Students 






3549 


3976 


3604 


Compos 1 te 






42 


48 


51 


Number of Students 






3485 


3858 


3514 




ROPE. SPRING 1990 


TO SPRING 


1991 


MEAN 


GRADE EQUIVALENT 


Grade 


2 3 4 


5 6 


7 


8 


9 10 11 12 


READING COMPREHENSION 












Number of Students 




2689 


2959 


2733 




1990 Grade Equivalent 




5.8 


6.8 


8.0 




,J91 Grade Equivalent 




6.7 


8.0 


9.2 




Qein 




0.8 


1 . 1 


1.2 




Over/Under Predicted 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




Program Effectiveness 




0 


0 


0 




Range for 0 (♦/-) 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




MATHEMATICS 












Number of Students 




2659 


2947 


2705 




1990 Grade Equivalent 




6.0 


6.9 


7.9 




1991 Grade Equivalent 




6.8 


7.8 


8.8 




Gain 




0.9 


0.9 


0.9 




Over/Under Predicted 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




Program Effectiveness 




0 


0 


0 




Range for 0 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




LANGUaQC 












Number of Stucienta 




2666 


2924 


2696 




1990 Grade Equivalent 




6.3 


7.2 


8.5 




1991 Grade Equivalent 




7. 1 


8.4 


9.6 




Gain 




0.9 


1.2 


1 . 1 




Over /Under Predicted 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




Program Effectiveness 




0 


0 


0 




Range for 0 (♦/-) 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 





Number of Students 

1990 Grade Equivalent 

1991 Grade Equivalent 
Gain 

Over/Under Predicted 
Program Effectiveness 
Range for 0 (♦/-) 



2665 
6.0 
6.7 
0.7 
0.0 

0 
0.0 



2955 

6.8 
7.8 
1 . 1 
0.0 

0 
0.0 



2724 
8.0 
9. 1 
1 . 1 
0.0 

0 
0.0 



TAA5 mUHf MAiTBRIJ^a 
Grade 3 5 7 


9 


11 


KEY . 


WRITING 
















Number of Students 






3805 










Mastery Level 






66 






ITBS 


* Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 


Academic Recognition 






5 






TAP 


« Tests of Achievtmtnt and 


READING 














Proficiency 


Number of Students 






3828 






ROPE 


« Peport On Program 


Mastery Level 






58 








EHecttveness 


Academic Recognition 






21 






t 


« Number of Students 


MATHEMATICS 














Too Small tor Analysis 


Number of Students 






3848 






*■ 


* Positive Impact 


Mastery Level 






56 








* Negative impact 


Academic Recognition 






16 






0 


* No Impact 


PASSING ALL 












TAAS 


< Texas Assessment of 


TESTS TAKEN 












i 


Academic Skills 


Number of Students 






3951 






i 




Mastery Level 






42 






i 




Academic Recognition 






2 






i 
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J 



90.39 



GENESYS 

GENeric Ev;i!uation SYStam 


AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DEPARTMENT OF MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 


EVALUATION 
SUMMARY 


PROGRAM/GROUP: aisd senior high students, i99o-9i 


PRINT DATE: 06/28/9i 


; .DEMOG^Af HIC INDICATORS | 




Qracte 


PK K 1 


2 3 4 5 6 7 


a 9 


10 11 


12 TOTAL 


# 


Students: 






5077 


3739 3 109 


2939 14864 






Ethnicity Low 


Overage Special 


Qlftod/ 






Black Hispanic OtNir Zncom LEP 


For QraM Education 


Talontod 




7515 7349 


2954 4459 


7451 3809 602 


4774 


1402 


5265 


% 


51 49 


20 30 


50 26 4 


32 


9 


35 


■ ■ PROGRESS INDICATORS 




Att«nd«nc« 


Dlselpllned 


CnMJIts 0 


F'f 


0 No QradM 


QPA 




Fan Spring 


Pan Spring 


Pan spring Pan 


Spring 


Fan Spring 


Fall Spring 


90-91 


# 14482 14759 


605 618 


14432 14104 14432 


14104 


14432 14 104 


14371 13910 




% 93.5 90.5 


4.1 4.2 


AVQ 2.5 2.3 0.78 


0.80 


0.16 0.42 


80.3 79.5 


89-90 


# 13105 13249 


563 595 


# 10407 10367 10407 


10367 


10407 10367 


10388 10348 




% 99.0 93.0 


3.9 4.0 


AVQ 2.6 2.5 0.74 


0.81 


0.08 0.11 


80.6 80.2 



DROPOUTS 

6th a WMks: 9.7 October. 

1991 199 1 



RETAXNEES 

End of Yoar: 6. i Boglnning of Yoar: 

SPRING, 1991 FALL. 1991 



PREDICTED and OBTAINED 1990-91 



Pal 1 . 1990 



NuMber of 

Students 

14864 



Predicted Drooouts 
# Rate 



DROPOUT RATES 

Obtained Drooouts 
# Rate 



Obtained 
as a % of 
Predicted 



Spring, i99i 



Annual . i99i 



Definitions: 

The PREDICTED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is the sum of the drooout risk proba bility for each 
student In the group divided by the nuiitier of students in the group (N). 

The DROPOUT RISK PROBABILITY for a Student Is based on the risk factor associated with the student's 
membership in one of 22 different risk cateoorles , (The risk categories are detailed In thii current 
OENESYS report. ) 

The RISK FACTOR for a given risk cateoorv Is the percentage of students In that risk category who 
dropped out. E)cpressed as a rate, the risk factor Is a two doclmal-place nufneral . For example. 
If 4B.78% of the students In a particular risk category dropped out. the risk factor for a. student 
in that category would be 4B.7S. 

The OBTAINED DROPOUT RATE for a program/group Is the actual percentage of students who dropped cut. 

The OBTAINED AS A % OF PREOICTED statistic Is calculated by dividing the predicted rate by the 
obtained rate and multiplying by 100. 
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PROGRAM/GROUP: aiso senior high students. 1990-91 



EVALUATION SUMMARY-P.2 



ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 


vJlLi^lZiO 1. 0 Qrada 


ZTBS/TAP MEDIAN PERCENTILES, 
1 2 3 4 5 Q 


7 S 


9 


10 


11 12 


Rudlng Co4npr«h«ns 1 ofi 






50 


58 


60 54 


Number of Students 






3915 


3156 


2583 2289 


Mathematics Total 






45 


56 


62 57 


Number of Students 






3948 


3163 


2590 2302 


Composite 






54 


59 


60 50 


Number of Students 






3733 


3048 


2488 2136 




ROPE, SPRING 1330 TO SPRING 1^31 


MEAN GRADE 


EQUIVALENT 




Grade 


2 3 4 5 6 7 


8 9 


10 


11 


12 


REAOZNQ COMPREHENSION 












Number of Students 




2772 


2347 


2000 


1834 


1990 Grade Equivalent 




9.0 


12.0 


13.3 


14.0 


1991 Grade Equivalent 




10.9 


12.8 


13.6 


13.8 


Gain 




1 .8 


0.8 


0.4 


-0. 1 


Over/Under Predicted 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Program Effectiveness 




0 


0 


0 


0 


Range for 0 (♦/-) 




0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


MATHEMATICS 












Number of Students 




2761 


2356 


2019 


1847 


1990 Grade Equivalent 




8.6 


11.5 


13.0 


13. 7 


1991 Grade Equivalent 




10.6 


12.6 


13.6 


13.6 


Gain 




2.0 


1 . 1 


0.6 


-0. 1 


Over /Under Predicted 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Program Effectiveness 




0 


0 


0 


0 


Range for 0 (♦/-) 




0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


LANGUAQC 












Number of Students 




2776 


2356 


2014 


1843 


1990 Grade Equivalent 




9.4 


11.8 


12.5 


13.2 


1991 Grade Equivalent 




10.8 


12.2 


13.0 


12.9 


Gain 




1 .4 


0.4 


0.5 


-0.3 


Over/Under Predicted 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Program Effectiveness 




0 


0 


0 


0 


Range for 0 (♦/-) 




0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


WORK STUDY 












Number of Students 




2748 


2306 


1964 


1790 


1990 Grade Equivalent 




9.0 


12.2 


13.7 


14.2 


1991 Grade Equivalent 




1 1.3 


13.4 


14.5 


14.4 


Gain 




2.3 


1 .2 


0.8 


0.2 


Over/Under Predicted 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Program Effectiveness 




c 


0 


0 


0 


Range for 0 (♦/-) 




0. 1 


0. 1 


0, 1 


0. 1 


TAAS PtMlin MAiTEAINA 




KEY 


Grade 


3 9 7 9 


11 


WRITING 












Number of Students 


4195 


1688 








Mastery Level 


56 


99 


IT8S • IOw« 


T«9ts of Batic Skills 


Academic Recognition 


3 


7 


TAP • Ttsts 


of Achiavam«nt and 


READING 








Prof icittncy 


Number of Students 


4207 


1685 


ROPE • Rtport On Program 


Mastery Level 


76 


99 




Efftctivtntis 


Academic Recognition 


28 


52 




• > Numbtr of Students is 


MATHEMATICS 








Too 


Small for Analysis 


Number of Students 


4224 


1681 




♦ « Pontjv« impact 


Mastery Level 


53 






• > Nogativ* Impact 


Academic Recognition 


10 


29 




0 ■ No impact 


PASSING ALL 






1 TAAS * Ttxat Ats««sm«nt of 


TESTS TAKEN 






I 


Academic Skills 


Number of Students 


4351 


1688 








Mastery Level 


41 


98 


i 






Academic Recognition 


2 


3 
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